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SIR, 


1 HAVE lately met with a book of your's, 
entitled THE AGE OF REASON, part the ſecond, 
being an inveſtigation of true and of fabulous 
* ;—and I think it not inconſiſtent with 
my ſtation, and the duty I owe to ſociety, to trou- 
ble you and the world with ſome obſervations on 
ſo extraordinary a performance. Extraordinary 
I eſteem it; not from any novelty in the objections 
which you have produced againſt revealed reli- 
gion (for I find little or no novelty in them) but 
from the zeal with which you labour to difſemi- 
nate your opinions, and from the confidence with 
which you eſteem them true. You perceive, by 
this, that I give you credit for your ſincerity, how 
much ſoever I may queſtion your wiſdom, in wri- 
ting in ſuch a manner on ſuch a ſubject: and I 
have no reluctance in acknowledging, that you 
poſſeſs a conſiderable ſhare of energy of language, 
and acuteneſs of inveſtigation 5 though I muſt be 
allowed to lament, that theſe talents have not 
been applied in a manner more uſeful to human 

kind, and more creditable to yourſelf. | 
I begin with your preface. You therein ſtate— 
that you long had an intention of publiſhing your 
thoughts upon religion, but that you had origi- 
nally reſerved ĩt to a later period in life. —I hope 
there is no want of charity in ſaying, that it 
A 2 e 


64) 
would have been fortunate for the chriſtian world, 
had your life been terminated before you had ful- 
filled your intention. In accompliſhing your pur- 
poſe you will have unſettled the faith of thou- 
ſands ; rooted from the minds of the unhappy 
virtuous all their comfortable aſſurance of a fu- 
ture recompence ; have annihilated in the minds 
of the flagitious all their fears of future pnniſh- 
ment; you will have given the reins to the domi- 
nation of every paſſion, and have thereby contr1- 
buted to the introduction of the public inſecurity, 
and of the private unhappineſs, uſually and al- 
moſt neceſſarily accompanying a ſtate of corrupted 
morals, | | 
No one can think worſe of confeſſion to a prieſt 
and ſubſequent abſolution, as practiſed in the 
church of Rome, than I do: but I cannot, with 
you, attribute the guillotine-maſſacres to that 
cauſe. Men's minds were not prepared, as you 
ſuppoſe, for the commiſſion of all manner of 
crimes, by any doctrines of the church of Rome, 
corrupted as I eſteem it, but by their not tho- 
roughly believing even that religion. What may 
not ſociety expect from thoſe, who ſhall imbibe 
the principles of your book ? | | 
A fever, which you and thoſe about you ex- 
pected would prove mortal, made you remember, 
with renewed ſatisfaction, that you had written 
the former part of your Age of Reaſon—and you 
know therefore, you ſay, by experience, the con- 
ſcientious trial of your own principles. I admit 
this declaration to be a proof of the ſincerity of 
your perſuaſion, but I cannot admit it to be any 
proof of the truth of your principles. What is 
conſcience? Is it, as has been thought, an inter- 
nal monitor implanted in us by the Supreme Be- 
ing, and dictating to us, on all occaſions, what 


/ 


4 
is right or wrong ? Or is it merely our own judg- 
ment of the moral rectitude or turpitude of our 
own actions? I take the word (with Mr. Locke) 
in the latter, as in the only intelligible ſenſe. Now 
who ſees mot that our judgments of virtue and 
vice, right and wrong, are not always formed 
from an enlightened and diſpaſſionate uſe of our 
reaſon, in the inveltigation of truth? They are 
more generally formed from the nature of the re- 
ligion we profeſs ; from the quality of the civil 
government under which we live; from the gene- 
ral manners of the age, or the ꝓarticular man- 
neis of the perſons with whom we aflociate ; from 
the education we have had in our youth; from 
the books we have read at a more advanced pe- 
riod ; and from other accidental cauſes. Who- 
ſees not that, on this account, conſcience may be 
conformable or repugnant to the law of nature? 
may be certain or doubtful - and that it can 
be no criterion. of moral rectitude even when it is 
certain, becauſe the certainty of an opinion is no 
proof of its being a right opinion? A man may 
be certainly perſuaded of an error in reaſoning, 
or of an untruth in matters of fact. It is a max- 
im of every law, human and divine, that a man 
ought never to act in oppoſition to his conſcience: 
but it will not from thence follow, that he will, in 
obeying the dictates of his conſcience, on all occa- 
ſions act right. An mquiſitor, who burns jews 
and heretics ; a Robeſpierre, who maſſacres inno- 
cent and harmleſs women; a robber, who thinks 
that all things ought to be in common, and that 
a ſtate of property is an unjuſt; infringement of 
natural liberty: —theſe, and a thouſand perpetra- 
tors of different crimes, may all follow the dic- 
tates of conſcience ; and may, at the real or ſup- 
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poſed approach of death, remember ©* wnh re- 
newed {atisfattion”” the worſt of their tranſactions, 
and experience, without diſmay, * a conſcientious 
trial of their principles.” But this their conſcien- 
tious compoſure can be no proof to others of the 
rectitude of their principles, and ought to be no 
pledge to themſelves of their innocence, in adhe- 
ring to them, | 

I have thought fit to make this remark, with a 
view of ſuggeſting to you a conſideration of great 
importance—whether you have examined calmly, 
and according to the beſt of your ability, the ar- 
guments by which the truth of revealed religion 
may, in the judgment of learned and impartial 
men, be eſtabliſhed ?—You will allory, that thou- 
ſands of learned and impartial men, (I ſpeak not 
of prieſts, who, however, are, I truſt, as learned 
and impartial as yourſelf, but of laymen of the 
moſt ſplendid talents) - you will allow, that thou- 
ſands of theſe, in all ages, have embraced reveal - 


ed religion as true. Whether theſe men have all 


been in an error, enveloped in the darkneſs of ig- 
norance, ſhackled by the chains of ſuperſtition, 
whilſt you and a few others have enjoyed light and 


liberty, is a queſtion I ſubmit to the deciſion of 
* 


your readers. | 

If you have made the beſt examination you 
can, and yet reject revealed religion as an impoſ- 
ture, I pray that God may pardon what I eſteem 


your error. And whether you have made this 


examination or not, does not become me or any 


man to determine. That goſpel, which you def- 
piſe, has taught me this moderation; it has faid 


to me—* Who art thou that judgeſt another 
man's ſervant? To his own maſter he ſtandeth 
or falleth.”—T think that you are in an error; but 
whether that error be to you a vincible or an invin- 
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cible error, I preſume not to determine, I know 
indeed where it is ſaid —* that the preaching of 
the croſs is to them that periſh fooliſhneſs, —and 
that if the goſpel be hid, it is hid to them. that are 
loſt.” The conſequence of your unbelief muſt 
be left to the juſt and merciful judgment of him, 
who alone knoweth the mechaniſm and the liberty 
of our underſtandings; the origin of our opini- 
ons; the ſtrength of our prejudices ; the excellen- 


| cies and the defects of our reaſoning faculties. 


[ ſhall, deſignedly, write this and the following 
letters in a popular manner ; hoping that thereby 
they may ſtand a chance of being peruſed by that 
claſs of readers, for whom your work ſeems to 
be particularly calculated, and who are moſt likely 
to be injured by it. The really learned are in no 
danger of being infected by the poiſon of infide- 
lity: they will excuſe me, therefore, for having 
entered, as lictle as poſſible, into deep diſquiſitions 
concerning the authenticity of the Bible. The 
ſubje& has been ſo learnedly, and ſo frequently, 
handled by other writers,. that it does not want 
(1 had almoſt faid, it does not admit) any far- 
ther proof, And it is the more neceſlary to adopt 
this mode of anſwering your book, becauſe you 
diſclaim all learned appeals to other books, and 
undertake to prove, from the Bible itſelf, that it 
is unworthy of credit. I hope to ſhew, from 
the Bible itſelf, the direct contrary. But in caſe 
any of your readers ſhould think that you had 
not put forth all your ſtrength, by not referrin 
for proof of your opinion to ancient authors; leſt 
they ſhould ſuſpect that all ancient authors are in 
your favour; I will venture to afhrm, that had 
you made a learned appeal to all the ancient books 
in the world, ſacred or profane, chriſtian, jewiſh, 
or pagan, inſtead of leſſening, they would have 
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_ fants offend I am aſtoniſhed that ſo acute a rea- 


broke. You profeſs yourſelf to be a deiſt, and to 


which ir is ſuſtained in exiſtence, You profeſs. that 


_ derive a knowledge of his. attributes; and you re- 


. Which you have difcovered to belong to him; in 
juſtice, that he ſhould doom to deſtruction the cry- 


do you not maintain it to be repugnant to his mo- 


infants to be ſwallowed by an ear 
« b ; 0 ; 
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eſtabliſned, the credit and authority of the Bible 
as the Word of God. 

Quitting your preface, let us proceed to the 
work itſelf; in which there is much repetition, 
and a defect of proper arrangement. I will fol- 
low your track, however, as nearly as I can. 
The firſt queſtion you propoſe for conſideration is 
, Whether there is ſufficient authority for be- 
lieving the Bible to be the Word of God, or whe- 
ther there is not ?*—You determine this queſtion 
in the negative, upon what you are pleaſed to call 
moral evidence. You hold it impoſſible that the 
Bible can be the Word of God, becauſe it is there- 
in ſaid, that the Iſraelites deſtroyed the Canaanites 
by the expreſs command of God: and to believe 
the Bible to be true, we muſt, you affirm, unbe- 
lieve all our belief of the moral juſtice of God; 
jor wherein, you aſk, could crying or ſmiling in- 


ſoner ſhould attempt to diſparage the Bible, by 
bringing forward this egploded and frequently re- 
futed objection of Morgan, Tindal, and Boling- 


believe that there is a God, who created the uni- 
verſe, and eſtabliſned the laws of nature, by 


from the contemplation of the works of God, you 


je& the Bible, becauſe it aſcribes to God things in- 
conſiſtent (as you ſuppoſe) with the attributes 


particular, you think it repugnant to his moral 
ing or ſmiling infants of the Canaanites —Why 


ral juſtice, that he ſhould ſuffer crying or ſmiling 
ake, drown- 


(9) | 
ed by an inundation, conſumed by a fire, ſtarved 
by a famine, or deſtroyed by a peſtilence? The 
Word of God is in perfect harmony with his work; 
crying or ſmiling infants are ſubje& to death in 
both. We believe that the earth, at the expreſs 
command of God, opened her mouth, and ſwal- 
lowed up Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, with their 
wives, their ſons, and their little ones. This you 
elteem ſo repugnant to God's moral juſtice, that 


you ſpurn, as ſpurious, the book in which the 


circumitance is related. When Catania, Lima, 
and Liſbon, were ſeverally deſtroyed by earth- 
quakes, men with their wives, their ſons, and 
their little ones, were ſwallowed up alive: why 
do you not ſpurn, as ſpurious, the book of na- 
ture, in which this fact is certainly written, and 
from the peruſal of which you infer the moral 
juſtice of God ? You will, probably, reply, that 
the evils which the Canaanites ſuffered from the 
expreſs command of God, were different from 
thoſe which are brought on mankind, by the ope- 
ration of the laws of nature. — Different ! in what? 
Not in the magnitude of the evil—not in the 
ſubjects of ſufferance—not in the author of it 
for my philoſophy, at leaſt, inſtructs me to believe, 
that God not only primarily formed, but that he 
hath through all ages executed, the laws of na- 
ture; and that he will through all eterpity admi- 
niſte them, for the general happineſs of his crea- 
tures, whether we can, on every occaſion, diſeern 
that end or not. | 

I am far from being guilty of the impiety of 
queſtioning the exiſtence of the moral juſtice. of 
God, as proved either by natural or revealed reli- 
gion; what 1 contend for is ſhortly: this—that you 
have no right, in fairneſs of reaſoning, to urge 


any appareut deviation from moral juſtice, as an 
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argument againſt revealed religion, becauſe you 
do not urge an equally apparent deviation from 
it, as an argument againſt natural religion: you 


reject the former, and admit the latter, without 


adverting that, as to your objection, they mult 


As to the Canaanites, it is needleſs to enter into 
any proof of the depraved ſtate of their morals ; 


. © they werea wicked people in the time of Abra- 


ham, and they, even then, were devoted to de- 
ſt ruction by God; but their iniquity was not then 
full. In the time of Moſes, they were idolaters, 
facrificers of their own crying or ſmiling infants ; 
devourers of human fleſh ; addicted to unnatural 
lat ; immerſed in the filthineſs of all manner of 
vice. Now, I think, it will be impoſſible to prove, 
thac it was a proceeding contrary to God's moral 
juſtice, to exterminate ſo wicked a people. He 


made the {ſraclites the executors of his venge- 


ance; and, in doing this, he gave ſuch an evi- 
dent and terrible proof ot his abomination of vice, 
as could not fail to ſtrike the ſurrounding nations 
with aſtoniſhment and terror, and to impreſs on 
the minds of the Iſraelites what they were to ex- 


pect, if they followed the example of the nations 
whom he commanded them to cut off. Ye. 


ſhall not commit any of theſe abominations—that - 
the land ſpue not you out alſo, as it ſpued out the 
nations that were before you.” How ſtrong and 
deſcriptive this language! the vices of the inha- 


bitants were ſo abominable, that the very land 


was ſick of them, and forced to vomit them 


- forth, as the ſtomach diſgorges a deadly poiſon. 


I have often wondered what could be the reaſon 
that men, not deſtitute of talents. ſhould be de- 
ſirous of undermining the authority of revealed 
religion, and ſtudious in expoſing, with a malig- 
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nant anch liberal exultation, every little diffcuky 
attending the ſcriptures, to popular animadver- 
ſion and contempt. I am not willing to attribute 
this ſtiange propenſity to what Plato attributed 
the atheiſm of his time to profligacy of man- 
ners to affectation of fingularity—to groſs igno- - 
rance, aſſuming the ſemblance of deep reſearch 
and ſuperior ſagacity I had rather refer it to 
an impropriety of judgment, teſpecting the man- 


ners, and mental acquirements, of human kind 


in the firſt ages of the world. Moſt unbelievers 
argue as if they thought that man, in remote and 
rude antiquity, in the very birth and infancy 'of - 
our ſpecies, had the ſame -diftin& conceptions of 
one, eternal, inviſible, incorporeal, mfinirely wiſe, 
powerful, and good God, which they themſelves 

have now. This I look upon as a great miſtake, * 


and a pregnant ſource of infideliy. Human 
kind, by long, experience; by the inſtitutions of 


civil ſociety ; by the cultivation of arts and fcien- 
ces; by, as I believe, divine inſtruction actually 
given to ſome, and traditionally communicated 
to all; is ina far more diſtinguiſhed ſituation, as 
to the powers of the mind, than it was in the 
childhood of the world. The hiſtory of man is 
the hiſtory of the providenee of God ; who, wik 
ling the ſupreme felicity of all his cregzares, has 
adapted his government to the capacity of thoſe, 
who in different ages were the ſubjects of it. 
The hiſtory of any one nation throughout all ages, 
and that of all nations in the fame-age, are but 
ſeparate parts of one great plan, which God is 
carrying on for the moral melioration of mankind. 
But who can comprehend the whole of this im- 


menſe deſign? The ſhortneſs of life, the weak. 


nefs of our faculties, the inadequacy of ou means 
of information, conſpire to make it impoſſible for 
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us, worms of the earth! inſets of an hour ! 


completely to underſtand any one of its parts. 


No man, who well weighs the ſubject, ought to 


be ſurpriſed, that in the hiſtories of ancient times 


many things ſhould occur foreign to our manners, 


the propriety and neceſſity of which we cannot 


clearly apprehend. 


It appears incredible to many, that God Al- 
mighty ſhould have had colloquial intercourſe 
with our firſt parents ; that he ſhould have con- 


. trated a kind of friendihip for the patriarchs, 


and entered into covenants with them ; that he 
ſhould have ſuſpended the laws of nature in 


Egypt; ſhould have been ſo apparently partial as 


to become the God and governor of one parti- 


cular nation; and ſhould have ſo {ar demeaned 


himſelf, as to give to -that people a burdenſome 
ritual of worſhip, ſtatutes and ordinances, many 
of which ſeem. to be beneath the dignity of his 
attention,, unimportant and impolitic. I have 
converſed with many deiſts; and have always 
found that the ſtrangeneis of theſe things was the 
only reaſon for their diſbelief of them: nothing 
ſimilar has happened in their time; they will not, 
therefore admit, that theſe events have really 
taken place at any time. As well might a child, 


- when arriged at a ſtate of manhood, concend that 
- he had never either Rood in need of, or experi- 


enced the foſtering care of a mother's kindnels, 


the wear iſome attention of his nurſe, or the in- 


ſtruction and diſcipline of his ſchool- maſter. The 
Supreme Being ſelected one family from an ido- 


latrous world; nurſed it up, by various acts of 


his providence, into a great nation; communica- 
ted to that nation a knowledge of his holineſs, 
jaltice, mercy, power, and wiſdom ; difſemina- 
ted them, at various times, through every part 


1 

of the earth, that they might be a © leaven to 
leaven the whole lump,“ that they might aſſure 
all other nations of the exiſtence of one ſupreme 
God, the creator and preſerver of the world, the 
only proper object of adoration. Wich what rea- 
ſon can we expect, that what was done to one na- 
tion, not out of any partiality to them, but for 
the general good, ſhould be done to all? that the 
mode of inſtruction, which was ſuited to the in- 


fancy of the world, ſhould be extended to the ma- 
turity of its manhood, or to the imbecility of its 


old age? I own to you, that when I conſider 
how nearly man, in a ſavage ſtate, approaches 


to the brute creation, as to intellectual excellence; 


and when I contemplate his miſerable attain- 
ments, as to the knowledge of God, in a civilized 
ſtate, when he has had no divine inſtruction on 
the ſubject, or when that inſtruction has been for- 
gotten, (for all men have Known ſomething of 
God from tradition,) I cannot but admire the 
wiſdom and goodneſs of the Supreme Being, in 
having let himſelf down to our apprehenſions; 
in having given to mankind, in the earlieſt a 

ſenſible and extraordinary proofs of his exiſtence 


and attributes: in having made the jewiſh and 


chriſtian diſpenſations mediums ro convey to all 
men, through all ages, that knowledge concern- 


ing himſelf, which he had vouchſafed to give im- 


mediately to the firſt. 1 own it is ſtrange, very 
ſtrange, that he ſhould have made an immediate 
manifeſtation of himſelf in the firſt ages of the 
world; but what is there that is not ſtrange? It 
is ſtrange that you and I are here—that there is 
water, and earth, and air, and fire—that there 
is a ſan, and moon, and ſtars—that there is ge- 
neration, corruption, reproduction. I can ac- 
count ultimately for none of theſe things, with- 
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out recurring to him who made every thing. I 
alſo am his workmanſhip, and look up to him 
with hope of preſervation through all eternity ; 


. 


I adore him for his word as well as for his work: 


his work I cannot comprehend, but his word hath 
aſſured me of all that I am-concerned to know— 
that he hath prepared everlaſting happineſs for 
thoſe who love and obey him. This you will call 
preachment,.— will have done with it; but the 
ſubject is ſo vaſt, and the plan of providence, in 


my opinion, ſo obviouſly wiſe and good, that I 


can never think of it without having my mind 
- filled with piety, admiration, and gratitude. 
In addition to the moral evidence (as you are 
pleaſed to think it) againſt the Bible, you threat- 
en, in the progreſs of your work, to produce ſuch 
other evidence as even a prieſt cannot deny, A 
philoſopher in ſearch of truth forſeits with me all 
claim to candour and impartiality, when he in- 
troduces railing for reaſoning, vulgar and illibe- 
ral ſarcaſm in the room of argument. I will not 
imitate the example you ſet me; but examine 
what you. ſhall produce, with as much coolnefs 
and reſpec, as if you had given the prieſts no 
provocation; as if you were a man of the moſt 
unblemiſhed character, ſubject to no prejudices, 
actuated by no bad deſigns, not liable to have 
abuſe retorted upon you with ſucceſs. 
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he Berore you commence your grand attack 
M4 upon the Bible, you wiſh to eſtabliſh a difference 
4 bverween the evidence neceſſary to prove the au- 
nd | thenticiry of the Bible, and that of any other an- 

| cient Book. I am not ſurpriſed at your anxiety _. 
855 on this head; for all writers on the ſubject have 
ay agreed in thinking that St. Auſlin reaſoned well, 
ch when, in vindicating the genuineneſs of the Bible, 
3 he aſked—* What proofs have we that the works 
al of Plato, Ariſtotle, Cicero, Varro, and” other g 
121 profane authors, were written by thoſe who 
be- names they bear; unleſs it be that this has been 
_ an opinion generally received at all times, and by 
all thoſe who have lived ſince theſe authors? — 
efs This writer was convinced, that the evidence 

we which eſtabliſhed the genuineneſs of any profane 
oſt book, would eſtabliſh that of a ſacred book; and 
mi I profeſs myſelf to be of the ſame opinion, not- 


withſtanding what you have advanced to the con- 
trary. | : 


In this part your ideas ſeem to me to be con- 


ſuſed; 1 do not ſay that you, deſignedly, jumble 


together mathematical ſcience and hiftorical evi- 
dence ; the knowledge acquired by demonſtration, - 


and the probability derived from teſtimony.— 
You know but of one ancient book, that authori- 
tatively chalienges univerfal conſent and belief, 


ER and that is Euclid's Elements. —If I were diſpo-—- 
led to make frivolous objections, I ſhould ſay that 
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even Euclid's Elements had not met with univerſal 


What then ?—Does it follow that the Bible is cer- 
kingdom does not want to be informed, that the 


by a different kind of reaſoning from that by 


your argument, to ſtate, diſtinctly, the difference 
| thor of it. An authentic book; is that which re- 


nmuine. The books written. by Richardſon and 
of Clariſſa and Tom Jones are fables. The hiſtory 


author, in the latter part of his life, took ſhame 
to himſelf for having impoſed on the world, and 
confeſſed that it was a mere romance. Anfſon's 
Voyage may be conſidered as an authentic book, 


( 6. 


conſent ; that there had been men, both in ancient 
and modern times, who had queſtioned the intui. 
tive evidence of ſome of his axioms, and denied 
the juſineſs of ſome of his demonſtrations : but, 
admitting the truth, I do not ſee the pertinency 
of your obſervation. You-are attempting to ſub- 
vert the authenticity of the Bible, and you tell 
us chat Euclid's Elements are certainly true. 


tainly falſe? The moſt illiterate ſcrivener in the 


examples in his Wingate's Arithmetic, are proved 


which he perſuades himſelf to believe, that there 
was ſuch a perſon as Henry VIII. or that there is 
ſuch a city as Paris. „ 

It may be of uſe, to remove this confuſion in 


between the genuineneſs, and the authenticity, of 
a book. A genuine book; is that which was writ- 
ten by the perſon whoſe name it bears, as the au- 


lates matters of fact, as they really happened. A 
book may be genuine, without being authentic; 
and a book may be authentic, without being ge- 


Fielding are genuine books, though the hiſtories 


of the iſland of Formoſa is a genuine book ; it 
was written by Pſalmanazar ; but it is not an au- 
thentic book (chough it was long eſteemed as ſuch, 
and tranſlated into different languages for the 
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it, probably, containing a true narration of the 


principal events recorded in it; but it is not a ge- 
nuine book, having not been written by Walters, 


to whom it is aſcribed, but by Robins. 


- This diſtinction between the genuineneſs and 
authenticity of a book, will aſſiſt us in nanny 
the fallacy of an argument, which you ſtate wi 
great confidence in the part of your work now 
under conſideration, and which you frequently al- 


lude to, in other parts, as concluſive evidence 


againſt the truth of the Bible. Your argument, 
ſtands thus if it be found that the books aſcribed” 
to Moſes, Joſhua, and Samuel, were not written 
by Moſes, Joſhua, and Samuel, every part of the 
authority and authenticity of theſe books is gone 
at once. I preſume to think otherwiſe, The ge- 
nuineneſs of theſe books (in the judgment of thoſe 
who ſay that they were written by theſe authors) 
will certainly be gone; but their authenticity may 
remain; they may ſtill contain a true account of 
real tranſactions, though the names of the wri- 
ters of them ſhould be ſound to be different from 
what they are generally eſteemed to be. 
Had, indeed, Moſes ſaid that he wrote the five 
firſt books of the Bible; and had Joſhua and Sa- - 
muel faid that they wrote the books which are re-- 
ſpectively attributed to them; and had it been 


found, that Moſes, Joſhua, and Samuel, did not- _-- 


write theſe books; then, I grant, the authority 
of the whole would have been gone at once; theſe 
men would have been found. hars, as to the ge- 
nuineneſs of the books; and this proof of their 
want of veracity, in one point, would have inva- 
lidated their teſtimony in every other; theſe. 
books would have been juſtly igmatized, as nei- 
ther Senuine nor authentic. | 


4 — p Wy — my nag + Va 
. | * . 
Py _— * r „ . 
Fa $329 _ f n " wh 


— ——_— ——— 


4 W * 5 % 
a 2 3 e 
EC . TS . | 


. 
An hiſtory may be true, though it ſhonid noc 
only be aſcribed to a wrong author, but thongh 


the author of it ſhould not be known; anonymous 


teſtimony does not deftroy the reality of faQts, 
whether natural or miraculous. Had Lord Cla- 
rendon publiſhed his Hiſtory of the Rebellion, 
without prefizing his name to it; or had the biſto- 


ry of Titus Livius come down to us, under the 


name of Valerius Flaccus, or Valerius Maximus ; 
the facts mentioned in theſe hiſtories would have 
been equally certain. 

As to your affertion, that the miracles 1ecorded 
in Tacitus, and in other profane hiſtorians, are 
quite as well authenticated as thoſe of the Bible 


Lit, being a mere aſſertion deſtitute of proof, may 
de properly anſwered by a contrary aſſertion. I 


take the liberty then to ſay, that the evidence for 
the miracles recorded in the Bible is, both in kind 
and degree, ſo greatly ſuperior to that for the pro- 
digies mentioned by Livy, or the miracles related 
by Tacitus, as to juſtify us in giving credit to the 
one as the work of God, and in with-holding it 
from the other as the effect of ſuperſtition and im- 
poſture, This method of derogating from ' the 


credibility of chriſtianity, by oppoſing to the mi- 


racles of our Saviour, the tricks of ancient impoſ- 
tors, ſeems to have originated with Hierocles in 
the fourth century; and it has been adopted by 


unbelievers from that time to this; with this dif- 


ference, indeed; that the heathens of the third 
and fourth century admitted that Jeſus wrought 
miracles ; but leit that admiſſion ſhould have com- 
pelled them to abandon: their gods and become 
chriſtians, they ſaid, that their Apollonius, their 
Apuleius, theit Ariftear, did as great: hilſt mo- 
dern deiſts deny tlie fact of Jeſus having ever 
wrought a miracle. And they have ſome reaſon 


/ 


times refuted, is ſtill infiled upon, 


(9) 
for this proceeding ; they are ſenſible that the gol. 
pel miracles are ſo different, in all their circum- 
ſtances, from thoſe related in pagan ſtory, that, 
if they admit them to have been performed, they 
mult admit chriſtianity to be true; hence they 


have fabricated a kind of deiſtical axiom that 


no human teſtimony can eftabliſh the credibility of 
a miracle.— This, though it has been an hundred 
as if its truth 
had never been 6 and could not be diſ- 
proved. | 
You “ proceed to examine the authenticity of 
the Bible; and you n, you ſay, with what are 
called the five books > | Moſes —Genefis, Exodus, 
Levnicus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. Your in- 
tention, you profeſs, is to ſhew that theſe books 
are ſpurious, and that Moſes is not the author of 


them; and ſtill farther, that they were not writ- - 


ten in the time of Moſes, nor till ſeveral hundred 
years afterwards ; that they are no other than an 


| attempted hiſtory of the Jife of Moſes, and of the 


times in which he is ſaid to have lived, and alſo of 
the times prior thereto, written by ſome very ig- 
norant and ſtupid pretender to authorfhip, ſeveral 
hundred years after the death of Moſes.” —ln this 
paſſage the utmoſt force of your attack on the au- 
thority of the five books of Moſes is clearly ſtated: 
You are not the firſt who has ſtarted this Uifficul. 
ty; it is a difficulty, indeed, of modern date; 
having not bcen heard of, either in the ſynagogue, _ 
or out of it, till the twelfth centurv. About that 
time Alen Ezra, a jew of great erudition, noticed 
fome paſſages (the ſame that you have brought 
forward) in the five firſt books of the Bible, which 
he thought had not been written by Moſes, but 
inſerted- by ſome perfor after the death of Moſes, 
* 2 | 
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But: he was far from maintaining, as you do, that 


theſe books were written by ſome ignorant and 
ſtupid pretender to authorthip, many hundred - 
years after the death of Moies. bes contends 
that the books of Moſes are ſo called, not fi om 
their having been written by Moſes, but from their 
containing an account of Moſes. Spinoza ſup port- 
ed the ſame opinion; and Ls Clerc, a very able 
theological, critic of the laſt and preſent century, 
once entertained the ſame notion. You ſee that 
this fancy has had ſome patrons before you ; the 
merit or the demerit, the {agacity or the temerity 
of having aſſerted, that Moſes is not the author 


of the P<ntateuch, is not excluſively your's. Le 


Clerc, indeed, you muſt not boaſt of. When his 
judgment was matmed by age, he was athamed 
of what he had written on the ſubject in his 
younger years ; he made a public recantation of 
his error, by annexing to his commentary. on Ge- 
neſis, a Latin diſſertation concerning Moſes, the 
author of the Pentateuch, and his deſign in com- 
poſing it. If in your futme life you thould chance 
to change your opinion on the ſubject, it will be 


an honour to your character to emulate the inte- 


N and to imitate the example of Le Clerc. 
he Bible is not the only book which has under- 

gone the fate of being reprobated as ſpurious, af- 
ter it. had been received as genuine and authentic 
for many ages. It has been maintained that the 
hiſtory of Herodotus was written in the time of 


. Conftanitine ; and that ihe Claſſics are forgeries of 


the thirteenth or fourteeath ceutury. Theſe ex- 
tra vag ant reveries amuſed the world at the time 
of their publication, and have long unce ſunk into 
oblivion. - You eiteem all prophets to be iuch ly- 
ing raſcals, that I dare nut venture co predict he 
fate of your book. * a 


( 21 ) < 
Before you produce your main objections to 
the genuineneſs of the books of Moſes, you af- 
ſert—* that there is no affirmative evidence that 
Moſes is the author of them.” What! no af- 
firmative evidence] In the eleventh century Mai- 
monid:s drew up a confeſſion of faith for the jews, 
which all of them at this day admit; it conſiſts 
of only thirteen articles; and two of them have 
reſpet to Moſes. ; one affirming the authenticity, 


the other the genuineneſs of his books. The doc- 


trine and prophecy of Moſes is true The law 
that we have was given by Moſes—This is the 
faith of the jews at preſent, and has been their 
faith ever ſince the deſtruction of their city and 
temple; it was their faith in the time when the 
authors of the New Teſtament wrote ; it was their 
faith during their captivity in Babylon; in the 
time of their kings and judges ; and no period 
can be ſhewn, from the age of Moſes to the pre- 
ſent hour, in which it was not their faith.—Ts this 
no athrmative evidence? I cannot defire a ſtrong- 
er. Foſephur, in his book againſt Afpion, writes 
thus—“ We have only two and twenty books 
which are to be believed as of divine authority, 
and which comprehend the hiſtory of all ages; 
five belong to Moſes, which contain the original 
of man, and the tradition of the ſucceſſion of 
generations, down to his death, which takes in a 
compaſs of about three thouſand years. Do you 
conſider rhis as no affirmative evidence? Why 
ſhould I mention Juvenal ſpeaking of the volume 
which Moſes had written ? Why enumerate a long 
liſt of profane authors, all bearing teſtimony to 
the fact of Moſes being the leader and the law- 
giver of the jewith nation? and if a law-giver, 


' tnrely, a writer of the laws. But what ſays the 


Bible? In Exodus it ſays “ Moſes wrote all the 
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words of the Lord, and took the book of the co- 
venant, and read in the audience ofthe people.. 
In Deuteronomy it ſays —“ And it came to paſs, 
when Moſes had made an end of writing the words 
of this law in a book, until they were finiſhed, 
(this ſurely imports the finiſhing a laborious work) 


that Moſes commanded the Levites which hare the 


ark of the covenant of the Lord, ſaying, Take this 
book of the law, and put it in the fide of the ark 
of the covenant of the Lord your God, that it may 
be there for a witneſs againſt thee.” This is ſaid 
in Deuteronomy, which is a kind of repetition or 
—— of the four preceding books; and it 
is well known that the jews gave the name of the 


law to the firſt five books of the Old Teſtament. 


What poſſible doubt can there be that Moſes wrote 
the books in queſtion? I could accumulate many 


other paſſages from the ſcriptures to this purpoſe 


but if what I have advanced will not convince you 
that there is affirmative evidence, and of the 
ſtrongeſt kind, for Moſes's being the author of 
theſe books, nothing that I can advance will con- 
Vince yon. 5 Ts * 
What if I ſhould grant all you undertake to 
prove (the ſtupidity and ignorance of the writer 
excepted ?)—What if 1 ſhould admit, that Samuel, 
or Ezra, or ſome other learned jew, compoſed 
theſe books, from public records, many years af- 
Will it follow that there 
was no trilth in them? According to my logic, 
it will only follow, that they are not genuine books; 
every fact recorded in them may be true, when- 
ever, or by whomſoever they were written. It 
cannot be ſaid that the jews had no public records; 


the Bible furniſhes abundance of proof to the con- 


trary. I by no means admit, that theſe books, 
as to the main part of them, were not written by 


vain and arrogant coxcomb (fuch is your phrafe !) | 


6 & ): 
Moſes 3 but 1 do contend, that a book may con- 


tain a true hiſlory, though we know not the author 
of it; or though we may be miltaken in aſcribing 
it to 4 wrong author. 

The firſt argument you produce againſt Moſes 
being the author of theſe books is ſo old, that 1 
do not know its on ing author; and it is ſo miſe- 
rable an one, that I wonder you ſhould adopt it 
+ Theſe books cannot be written by Moſes, be- 
cauſe they are wrote in the third perſon—it is al- 
ways, the Lord ſaid unto Moſes, or Moſes faid 
unto the Lord.” This, you ſay, is the ſtyle and 
manner that hiſtorians uſe in ſpeaking of the per- 
ſons whofe lives and actions they are writing. This 
obſervation is true, but it does not extend far 
enough; for this is the ſtyle and manner not only 
of hiſtorians writing of other perſons, but of emi- 
nent men, fuch as X-no9phon and Foſephus, writing 
of themſelves. If General Waſhington ſhould 
write the hiſtory of the American war, and ſhould, 
from his great modeſty, ſpeak of himſelf in the 
third perſon, would you think it reaſonable that, 
two or three thouſand years hence, any perſon 
ſhould on that account, contend, that the hiſtory 
was not true? Cæſar writes of himſelf in the third 
perſon—it is always, Cæſar made a ſpeech, or a 


ſpeech was made to Cæſar, Czſar croffed the E 


Khine, Czfar invaded Britain'; but every ſchool- 
boy knows, that this circoinfance cannot be ad- - 
duced as a ſerious argument againſt Czfar's being 
the author of his own commentaries. 

But Moſes, you urge, cannot be the author of 
the book of Numbers, —becauſe he fays of him- 
ſeif—“ that Moſes was a very meek man, above 
all the men that were on the face of the earth.“ 
If he ſaid this of himſelf, he was, you ſay, 4 a 
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and unworthy of credit—and if he did not ſay it, 
the books are without authority.” This your di- 


lemma is perfectly harmleſs; it has not an horn 
to hurt the weakeſt logician. If Moſes did not 


write this little verſe, if it was inſerted by Samuel, 


or any of his countrymen, who knew his charac- 
ter and revered his memory, will it follow that he 
did not write any other part of the book of Num- 


bers? Or if be did not write any part of the book 
olf Numbers, will it follow that he did not write 


any of the other books of which he is uſually re- 
puted the author? And if he did write: this of 
himſelf, he was juſtified by the occaſion which ex- 
torted from bim this commendation. Had this 
expreſſion been written in a modern ſtyle and man- 


ner, it would probably have given you no offence. 


For who would be ſo faſtidious as to find fault 


with an illuſtrious man, who, being calumniated 


by his neareſt relations, as guilty of -pride and 
fond of power, ſhould vindicate his character by 


. aying, My temper was naturally as meek and 


unaſſuming as that of any man upon earth ?— 
There are occaſions, in which a modeſt man, who 
ſpeaks truly, may ſpeak proudly of himſelf, wich- 
out forfeiting his general character; and there is 
no occaſion; which either more requires, Or more 
excuſes this conduct, than when he is repelling the 
foul and envious aſperſions of thoſe who both 
knew his character, and had experienced his kind- 
neſs: and in that predicament ſtood Aaron and 


Miriam, the accuſers of Moſes. You yourſelf 


have, probably, felt the ſting of calumny, and 
have been anxious to remove the impreſſion. _ I do 


not call you a vain and arrogant coxcomb for vin- 
- dicating your character, when in the latter part of 


this very work you boaſt, and I hope truly, that 
the man does not exiſt that can ſay I have perſecu- 


( 5-J- 


ted him, or any man, or any ſet of men, in the 
American revolution, or in the French revolution; 
or that I have in any caſe returned evil for evil 
I know not what kings and prieſts may ſay to this; 


you may not have returned to them evil for evil, 


becauſe they never, I believe, did you any harm; 
but you have done them all the harm you could, 


and that without provocation. 


I think it needleſs to notice your obſervation 
upon what you call the-dramatic ſtyle of Deute- 
ronomy + it is an iil-founded hypotheſis. You 


might as well aſk, where the author of Cæſar's 


Commentaries got the ſpeeches of Cæſar, as where 
the author of Deuteronomy got the ſpeeches of. 
Moſes. But your a1 gument—that Moſes was not 
the author of Deuteronomy, becauſe the reaſon 
given in that book for the obſervation of the ſab- 
bath 1s different from that given in Exodus, merits 


a reply. 


You need not be told that the very name of this 


book imports, in Greek, a repetition of a _ 5 
and that the Hebrew doctors have called it by a 


word of che fame meaning. In the fifth verſe of 


the firſt chapter it is ſaid in our Bibles, 


began to declare this law;”” but the Hebrew words 


« Moles 


> 


more properly tranſlated, import that Moſes © be- 


gan, or determined, to explain the law.“ 


This is 


no ſhift of mine to get over a difficulty; the words 
are ſo rendered in - moſt of the ancient verſions, 


and by Fagizs, Vetablus, and Le Clerc, men emi- 


nently ſkilled in the Hebrew language. This repe- 
tuition and explanation of the law, was a wiſe and 
benevolent proceeding in Moſes ; that thoſe” who 
were either not born, or were mere infants, when 
it was firſt (forty years before) delivered in Horeb, 


might have an opportunity of knowin 
cially as Moſes their leader was ſoon 


it; eſpe- 
be taken 
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from them, and they were about to be ſettled in 


the midit of nations given to idolatry, and funk |} 
in vice. Now where is the wonder, that ſome va- 
riations, and ſome additions, ſhould be made to a 
law, when a legiſlator thinks fit to republiſh it 
many years after its firſt promulgation? 

With reſpe& to the ſabbath, the learned are di- 
vided in opinion concerning its origin; ſome con- 
tending, that it was ſanctified from the creation 
of the world; that it was obſerved by the patri- 
archs before the flood; that it was neglected by 


the Iſraelites during their bondage in Egypt; re- 


vived on the falling of manna in the wilderneſs; 
and enjoined, as a poſitive law, at Mount Sinai, 
Others eſteem its inſtitution to have been no older 
than the age of Moſes ; and argue, that what is 
ſaid of the ſanctiſication of the ſabbath in the book 
of Geneſis, is faid by way of anticipation. There 
may be truth in hoth theſe accounts. To me it is 
probable, that the memory of the creation was 
handed down from Adam to all his poſterity ; and 
that the ſeventh day was, for a long time, held ſa- 
cred by all nations, in commemoration of. that 
event; but that the'peculiar rigidneſs of its obſer- 


vance was enjoined by Moſes to the Iſraelites 


alone. As to there being two reaſons given for 


its heing kept holy—one, that on that day God 


reſted from the work of creation — the other, that 
on that day God had given them reſt from the ſer- 


vitude of Egypt I ſee no contradiction in the ac- 


counts. If a man, in writing the hiſtory of Eng- 
land, ſhould inform his readers, that the parlia- 
ment had ordered the fifth of November to be kept 


holy, becauſe on that day God had delivered the 
nation from a bloody-intended maſſacre by gun- 
powder; and if, in another part of his hitory, he 
ſhould aſſign the deliverance of our church and 
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nation from popery and arbitrary power, by the 
arrival of King William, as a reaſon for its being 
kept holy; would any one contend, that he was 
not juſtified in both theſe ways of expreſſion, or 
that we ought from thence to conclude, that he 
was not the author of them both? | | 

You think—* that law in Deuteronomy inhu- 


man and brutal, which authorizes parents, the 


father and the mother, to biiiig their own children 


to have them ſtoned to death for what it is pleaſed 


to call ſtubbornneſs.” —You are aware, I ſuppoſe, 
that pater nal power, among the Romans, the Gault, 
the Perſiam, and other nations, was of the moſt 
arbitrary kind; that it extended to the taking 
away the life of the child. I do not know whe- 
ther the Iſraelites in the time of Moſes, exerciſed 
this paternal power; it was not a cuſtom adopted 
by all nations, but it was by many ; and m the 
infancy of ſociety, before individual families had 
coaleſced into communities, it was probably very 
general. Now Moſes, by this law, which you 
eſleem brutal and inhuman, hindered ſuch an ex- 
travagant power {rom being either introduced or 
exerciſed amongſt the Iſraelites. This law is fo 
far from countenancing the arbitrary pow 
father over the life of his child, that it takes from 
him the power of accuſing the child before a ma- 
giltrate—the father and the mother of the child 
mult agree in bringing the child to judgment 
and it is not by their united will that the child was 
to be condemned to death; the elders of thecity 
were to judge whether the accuſation was true; 
and the accuſation was to be not merely, as you 
inſinuate, that the child was ſtubborn, but that he 
was „ ſtubborn · and rebellious, a glutton and a 
drunkard.” Conſidered in this light, you muſt 
allow the law to have been an humane reſtriction 


er of a 
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of a power improper to be lodged with any pa- 
rent. i >" 0 

That you may abuſe the prieſts, you abandon 
your ſubject “ Prieits, you ſay, preach up Den. 
teronomy, for Deuteronomy preaches up tythes.” 
I do not know that prieſts preach up Deuteronomy, 
more than they preach up other books of ſcrip- 


ture; but I do know that tythes are not preached 


up in Deuteronomy, more than in Leviticus, in 
Numbers, in Chronicles, in Malachi, in the law, 
the hiſtory, and the prophets of the jewiſh na- 


ion. Vou go on, „It is from this book, chap. 


xxv. ver. 4, they have taken the phraſe, and ap- 
plied it to tything, Thou ſhalt not muzzle the ox 


when he treadeth out the corn: and that this 


might not eſcape obſervation, they have noted it 
in the table of contents at the head of the chapter, 
though it is only a ſingle verſe of leſs than two 
lines. O prieſts! prieſts! ye are willing to be 
compared to an ox for the ſake of tythes!“ I 
cannot call this—reaſoning—and I will not pollute 
my page by giving. it a proper appellation. Had 


the table of contents, inſtead of ſimply ſaying— | 


the ox is not to be mazzled—ſaid—tythes enjoin- 
ed, or prieſts to be maintained—there would have 
been a little ground for your cenſure. Whoever 
'noted this phraſe at the head of the chapter, had 
better reaſon for doing it than you have attributed 
to them. They did it, becauſe. St. Paul had quo- 
ted it, when he was, proving to the Corinthians, 
that they who preached the goſpel had a right to 
live by the goſpel: it was Paul, and not the prieſts, 
who firſt applied this phraſe to tything. St. Paul, 
indeed, did-not avail himſelf of the right he con- 
tended for; he was not, therefore, intereſted in 
what he ſaid. The reaſon, on which he grounds 
the right, is not merely this quotation, which you 


- 
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ridicule ; nor the appointment of the law of Mo- 
ſes, which" you think fabulous; nor the injunction 
of jeſus, which you deſpiſe; no, it is a reaſon found- 


ed in the nature of things, and which no philoſo- 


pher, no unheliever, no man of common ſenſe can 
deny to be a folid reaſon ; it amounts to this that 
« the labourer is worthy of his hire“ Nothing 
is ſo much a man's own, as his labour and inge- 
nuity ;.and it is entirely conſonant to the law of 
nature, that by the innocent uſe of theſe he ſhould 
rovide for his ſubſiſtence. Huſbandmen, artiſts, 
{oldiers, phyſicians, lawyers, all let out their la- 
bour and talent for a ſtipulated reward: why may 
not a prieſt do the ſame? Some accounts of you 
have been publiſhed in England; but, conceiv- * 
ing them to have proceeded from a deſign to 


injure your character, I never fead them. I 


I know nothing of your parentage, your educa- 
tion, or condition in life. You may have been 
elevated, by your birth, above the neceſſity of ac- 
quiring the means of ſuſtaining liſe by che labour 
either of hand or head : if this be the caſe, you 
ought not to deſpiſe thoſe who have come into the 
world in lefs favourable circumſtances, . If your 

ori gin has been leſs fortunate, you mult have ſ{up»- . 
ported yourlelf, either by manual labour, or the 


exerciſe of your genius. Why ſhould you: think 


that conduct diſreputable in prieſts, which you 
probably conſider as laudable in yourſelf ? I 
know not whether you have not as great a diflike 
of kings as of prieſts ; but that you n:ay be indu- 
ced to think more !avourably of men of my pro- 
feſſion, I will juſt mention to you that the pay- 
ment of tythes is no new inſtitution, but that they 
were paid in the moſt ancient times, not to prieſts 
only, but to kings. 1 cond give you an hundred 
inſtances of tuis: two may be ſufficient. Abraham 


— 
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paid tythes to the king of Salem, four hundred 


years before the law of Moſes was given. The 
king of Salem was prieſt alſo of the moſt high 
God. Prieſts, you ſee, exiſted in the world, and 
were held in high eſtimation, for kings were 
prieſts, long before the impoſtures, as you eſteem 
them, of the jewiſh and chriſtian diſpenſations 
were heard of. But as this inſtance is taken from 
a book which you call a book of contradictions 
and lies“ the Bible ;—I will give you another, 
from a book, to the authority of which, as it is 
written by a profane author, you probably will 
not object. Diogenes Laertius, in his life of Solon, 
cites a letter of Piſſtratus to that lawgiver, in 
which he ſays—“ I Piſiſtratus, the tyrant, am 
contented with the ſtipends which were paid to 
| thoſe who reigned before me; the people of A- 
thens ſet apart a tenth of the fruits of their land, 
not for my private uſe, but to be expended in the 
puolic ſacrifices, and tor the general good.“ 
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LETTER III. 


1 


HaAvING done with what you call the gram- 
matical evidence, that Moſes was not the author 
of the books attributed to him, you come to your 
viſtorical and chronological evidence; and you 
begin with Geneſis. Your firſt argument is ta- 
en from the ſingle word—Dan—being found -in 
eneſis, when it appears from the book of Judges, 
at the town of Laiſh was not called Dan, till 
tbove three hundred and thirty years after the 
leath of Moſes ; therefore the writer of Geneſis 
ou conclude, muſt have lived after the town of 
aiſh had the name of Dan given to it. Leſt 
is objection ſhould not be obvious enough to a 
ommon capacity, you illuſtrate it in the following 
manner: Havre-de-Grace was called Havre- 
wat in 1793 ; ſhould then any dateleſs writing 
de found, in after times, with the name of Havre- 
arat, it would he certain evidence that ſuch a 
riting could not have been written till after the 
ear 1793.“ This is a wrong concluſion. Saop- 
poſe ſome hot republican ſhould at this day pub- 
iſh a new edition of any old hiſtory of France, 
nd inſtead of Havre de-Grace ſhould write Ha- 
re. Marat; and that two or three thouſand years 
hence, a man, like vourſelf, ſhould, on that ac- 
ount reject the whole hiſtory as ſpurious, would 
le be juſtified in ſo doing? Would it nöt be rea- 
nable to tell him—that the name Havre-Marat 
ad been inſerted, not by the original author of 
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not of a river. It is merely ſaid—Abram purſu- 


Geneſis—“ Theſe are the kings that reigned in 


from being written by Moſes, it could not hare 
| been written till the time of Saul at the leaſt.” 1 


that the paſſage in queſtion, conſiſting of nine vet: 


. | 
the hiſtory, but by a ſubſequent editor of it; and 
to refer him, for a proof of the genuineneſs of 
the book, to the teſtimony of the whole French 
nation? This ſuppoſition ſo obviouſly applies to 
your difficulty, that I cannot but recommend it 
your impartial attention. But if this ſolution 
does not pleaſe you, I deſire it may be proved, 
that the Dan, mentioned in Geneſis, was the ſame 
town as the Dan, mentioned in Judges. I defire 
further, io have it proved, that the Dan, men. 
tioned in Geneſis, was the name of a town, and 


ed them, the enemies of Lot, to Dan. Now 1x 
river was full as likely as a town to ſtop a pur 
ſuit. Lat, we know, was ſettled in the plain d 
Jordan; aud Jordan, we know, was compoſed 
of the united ſtreams of two rivers, called 7 
and Dan.” N 

Your next dithculty reſpeQs its being ſaid in 


Eqom before there reigned any king over the chil. 
dren of Iſrael: this paſſage could only have been 
written, you ſay (and I think you fay rightly) at 
ter the fir ſt king began to reign over Iſrael ; ſo fa 


admit this inference, but I deny its application. 
A ſmall addition to a book does not deſtroy either 
the genuineneſs or the authenticity of the whole 
book. I am not ignorant of the manner in which 
the commentators have anſwered this objection d 
Spinoza. without making the conceſſion which | 
have made; but 1 have no ſcruple in admitting 


ſes containing the genealogy of ſome kings d 
Edom, miglu liave been inſerted in the book d 
Geneſis, after the book of Chronicles (which v 
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called in Greek by a name importing that it con- 
tained things left outan other books) was written. 
The learned have ſbewn, that interpolations have 
happened to other books; but theſe inſertions by 
other hands have never been conſidered as invali- 
dating the authority of thoſe books. 


„Take away from Geneſis,” you ſay, “the 


belief that Moſes was the author, on which only 
the ſtrange belief that it is the word of God, has 
ſtood, and there remains nothing of Geneſis but 
an anonymous book of ſtories, Eibles, tradition- 
ary or invented abſurdities, or of downright lies.“ 
What! is it a ſtory then, that the world had a 
beginning, and that the author of it was God? 
If you deem this a ſtory, I am not diſputing with 
a deiſtical philoſopher, But with an atheiſtie mad- 


man. Is it a ſtory, that our firſt parents fell from 


a paradiſiacal ſtate ; that this earth was deſtroyed 
by a deluge; that Noah and his family were pre- 
ſerved in the ark, and that the world has been re- 
peopled by his deſcendants ?— Look into a book ſo 


common that almoſt every body has it, and ſo ex- 


cellent that no perſon ought to be without it,— 
Grotius on the truth of the Chriſtian Rekgion, and 
you will there meet with abundant teſtimony to 


the truth of all the principal facts recorded in Ge- 


nefis. The teſtimony is not that of jews, chriſtians, 
and prieſts ; it is the teſtimony of the philoſophers, 
hiſtorians, and peets of antiquity. 


book in the world is Geneſis ; and it is remarka- 
ble, that thoſe books which come neareſt to it in 
age, are thoſe which make, either the moſt diſtinct 
mention, or the moſt evident alluſion to the facts 
related in Geneſis, concerning the formation of 
the world from a chaotic maſs, the primeval in- 
nocence and ſubſequent fall of man, the loogevi- - 
Xt 2 
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ty of mankind in the firſt ages of the world, the 
depravity of the antediluvians, and the deſtruction 
of the world. Read the tenth chapter of Gene- 
ſis.— It may appear to you to contain nothin 
but an unintereſting narration of the deſcendants 
of Shem, Ham, and Japheth ; a mere fable, an in- 
vented abſurdity, a downright lie. No, fir, it is 
one of the moſt valuable, and the moſt venerable 
records of antiquity. It explains what all pro- 
Fane hiftorians were ignorant of—the 'origin of 
nations. Had it told us, as other books do, that 
one nation had ſprung out of the earth they in- 
habited ; another from a cricket or a-graſshopper; 
another from an oak; another from a-muſhroom; 
another from a dragon's tooth; then, indeed, it 
would have merited the appellation you, with ſo 
much temerity beſtow upon it. Inſtead of theſe 
abſurdities, it gives ſuch an account of peopling 
the earth after the deluge, as no other book in the 
world ever did give; and the truth of which all 
other books in the world, which contain 
thing on the ſubject, confirm. The laſt verſe of 
the chapter ſays, ** Theſe are the families of the ſons 
of Noah, after their generations, in their nations : 
and by th:ſe were the nations divided in the earth, af- 
ter the Alt would require great learning to 
trace out, .preciſely, either the actual ſituation of 
all the countries in which theſe founders of em- 
pires ſettled, or to aſcertain the extent of their 
dominions. This, however, has been done by 
various authors, to the ſatis faction of all compe- 
tent judges; ſo much at leaſt to my ſatisfaction, 
that had I no other proof of the authenticity of 
Geneſis, I ſhould conſider this a ſufficient. - But, 
without the aid of learning, any man who can 
barely read his Bible, and has but heard of fuch 


xeople as the Afjrians, the Elamiter, the Lydians, 
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the Made, the Ianiant, the Thracians, will readily 


acknowledge, that they had Aur, and Elam, 
and Lud, and Madai, and Javan, and Tiras, 


grandſons of NMoab, for their reſpective founders z 
and knowing this, he will not, 1 hope, part with 


his Bible, as a ſyſtem of fables. I am no enemy 
to philoſophy : but when philoſophy would rob 
me of my Bible, I muſt fay of it, as Cicero ſaid 
of the twelve tables, This little book alone ex- 
« ceeds the libraries of all the philoſophers in the 
« weight of its authority, and in the extent of its 
c utility.“ u . 18 
From the abuſe of the Bible, you proceed to 
that of Moſes, and again bring forward the ſub- 
jet of his wars in the land of Canaan. There 
are many men who look upon all war (would to 
God that all men ſaw it in the ſame light!) with 
extreme abhorrence, afflicting mankind with cala- 
mities not neceſſary, ſhocking to humanity, and 
repugnant to reaſon. But is it repugnant to rea- 
ſon that God ſhould, by an expreſs act of his pro- 
vidence, deſtroy a wicked nation? I am fond of 
conſidering the goodneſs of God, as the leading 
principle of his conduct towards mankind, of con- 
lidering his juſtice as fubſervient to his mercy. He 
puniſhes individuals and nations with the rod of 
his wrath; but I am perſuaded that all his pu- 
niſhments originate in his abhorrence of ſin; are 
calculated to leſſen its influence; and are proofs 
of his goodneſs ; inaſmuch as it may not be poſſi- 
ble for Omnipotence itſelf to communicate ſu- 


preme happineſs to the human race, whillt they 


continue ſer vants of fin. The deſtruction of the 
Canaanites exhibits to all nations, in all ages, a 
ſignal proof of God's diſpleaſure againſt ſin; it 
has been to others, and 7 to ourſelves, a bene 


(436. 

volent warning. Moſes would have been the 
wretch you repreſent him, had he acted by his own 
authority alone : but you may as reaſonably at- 
tribute cruelty and murder to the judge of the 
land in condemning criminals to death, as butch- 
ery and maſſacre to Moſes in executing the com- 


% 


mand of God. 


The Midianites, through the counſel of Ba- 
laam, and by the vicious inſtrumentality of their 
women, had ſeduced a part of the Ifraelites to 
idolatry; to the impure worſhip of their infa- 
mous god Baalpeor :—for this offence, twenty- 
four thouſand Iftaelites had periſhed in a plague 
from heaven, and Moſes received a command 
from God © to fmite the Midianites who had be- 
guiled the people.” An army was equipped, and 
ſent againſt Midian. When the army returned 
victorious, Moſes and the princes of the congre- 
gation went to meet it; and Mcſes was wroth 
with the officers.” He obſerved the women cap- 
tives, and he aſked with aſtoniſhment, «< Have 
ye ſaved all the omen alive? Behold, theſe cauſed 
the children of Iſrael, through the counſel of Balaam, 
to chmmit treſpaſs againſt the Lord in the matter of 
| Peer, and there was a plague among the congregation.” 
He then gave an order that the boys and the 
women ſhould be put to death, but that the youn 
maidens ſhould be kept alive for themſelves. 
ſee nothing in this proceeding, but good policy, - 
combined with mercy. The young men might 
have become dangerous avengers of, what they 
would eſteem -their country's wrongs; the mo- 
thers might have again allured the Iſraelites to 
the love of licentious pleaſures and the practice 
of idolatry, and brought another plague upon the 
congregation ; but the young maidens, not bein 


polluted by the flagitious habits of their mothers, 
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nor likely to create diſturbance by rebellion, were 
kept alive. You give a different turn to the mat- 
ter: you ſay, * that thirty-two thouſand women- 
children were conſigned to debauchery by the 
« order of Moſes.” Prove this, and I will allow 
that Moſes was the horrid monſter you make him : 
prove this, and I will allow that the Bible is 
what you call it, © a book of lies, wickedneſs, 
« and blaſphemy :” prove this, or excuſe my 
warmth, if 1 ſay to you, as Paul faid to Elymas 


the ſorcerer, who ſought to turn away Sergius 


Paulus from the faith, „O full of all ſubtilty, and” 
all miſchief, thou child of -the devil, thou enemy of all 
righteouſneſyt, wilt Yhou not ceaſe to pervert the right 
ways of the Lord? I did not, when I began 
theſe letters, think that I ſhould have been moved 
to this ſeverity of rebuke, by any thing you could 


have written; but when ſo groſs a miſrepreſenta-, _ 


tion is made of God's proceedings, coolneſs would 
be a crime. The women-children were not pre- 
ſerved for the purpoſes of debauchery, but of ſla- 

very; a cuſtom abhorrent from our manners, but 
every where practiſed in former times, and {till 
practiſed in countries where the benignity of the 

chriſtian religion has not ſoftened the ferocity of 
human nature. You here admit a part of the ac- 
count given in the Bible reſpecting the expedition 
againſt Midian, to be a true account: it is not 
unreaſonable to defire that you will admit the 
whole, or ſhew ſufficient reaſon why you admit 


one part, and reject the other. I will mention 


the part to which you have paid no attention. The 
Ifraelitiſh army conſiſted but of twelve thouſand 
men, a mere handful when oppoſed to the peo- 
ple of Midian; yet, when, the officers made a 
muſter of their troops after their return from the 
war, they found that they had not loſt a ſingle 
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man! This circumſtance ſtruck them as ſo deci- 
five an evidence of God's interpoſition, that out of 
the ſpoils they had taken, they offered © an obla- 
tion ts the Lord, an atonement far their fouls.” Do 
but believe what the captains of thouſands, and 
the captains of hundreds, believed at the time 
when theſe things happened, and we ſhall never 
more hear of your objeQions to the Bible, from us 
account of the wars of Moſes. 

You produce two or three other objections re- 
ſpeaing the genuineneſs of the firſt five books of 
the Bible. ; cannot ſtop to notice them: every 
commentator anſwers them in a manner ſuited to 
the apprehenſion of even a mere Engliſh reader. 
You calculate, to the thouſandth part of an inch, 
the length of the iron bed of Oz the king of Ba- 
fan ; but you do not prove that the bed was too 
big for the body, or that a Patagonian would 
have been loſt in it. You make no allowance for 
the ſize of a royal bed; nor ever ſuſpe& that king 


| Os might have been poſſeſſed with the fame kind 


vanity, which occupied the mind of king Al- 
exander, when he ordered his ſoldiers to enlarge 


the fize of their beds, that they might give to 


the Indians, in ſucceeding ages, a great idea of 


me prodigious ſtature of a Macedonian. In ma- 


ny parts of your work you ſpeak much in com- 
mendation of ſcience. I join with you in every 
commendation you can give it : but you ſpeak of 
it in ſuch a manner as gives room to believe, that 
you are a proficient in it; if this be the cafe, I 
would recommend a problem to your attention, 
the ſolution of which you will readily allow to be 
far above the powers of a man converſant only, 


as you repreſent prieſts and biſhops to be, in Hic, 


bac, hec. The problem is this To determine the 
height to which a human body, preſerving its 


3 . 9, 


| fxmilarity of figure, may be augmented, before 


it will periſh by its own weight. When you will 
ſolve this problem, we ſhall know whether the bed 
of the king of Baſan was too big for any giant; 
whether the exiſtence of a man twelve or fifteen 
feet high, is, in the nature of things, impoſſible. 
My philoſophy teaches me to doubt of many 
things; but it does not teach me to reject every 
teſtimony which is oppoſite to my experience: had 
I been born in Shetland, I could, on proper teſti- 
mony, have believed in the exiſtence of the Lin- 
colnſhire ox, or of. the largeſt dray-horſe in Lon- 
don; though the oxen and horſes in Shetland had 
not been bigger than maſtiffs- | 
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Havi NG finiſhed your objections to the ge- 
nuineneſs of the books of Moſes, you proceed to 
your remarks on the book of Joſhua ; and from 


its internal evidence you endeavour to prove, that 
this book was not written by Joſhua. —What then? 


what is your concluſion :“ that it is anonymous 


and without authority.“ Stop a little; your con- 
cluſion is not connected with your premiſes ; your 
friend Euclid would have been aſhamed of it.— _ 
Anonymous, and therefore without authority!“ 


I have noticed this. ſoleciſm before; but as oon 
frequently bring it forward, and, indeed, your ,, 
book ſtands much in need of it, L will ſubmit co 
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your conſideration another obſervation on the ſub- 


Ject. The book called Fleta is anonymous; but 
it is not on that account without authority.— 


Domeſday book is anonymons, and was written 
above ſeven hundred years ago; yet our courts of 
law do not hold it to be a. 1 authority, as to 
the matters of fact related in it. Yes, you will 
ſay, but this book has been preſerved with ſingu- 
lar care amongſt the records ol the nation. And 
who told you that the jews had no records, or 
that they did not preſerve them with ſingular 


care? Joſephus ſays the contrary : and, in the 


Bible itſelf an appeal is made to many books, 
which have periſhed ; ſuch as the book of Jaſher, 
the book of Natham, of Abijah, of Iddo, of 


Jehu, of natural hiſtory by Solomon, of the acts 
of Maneſſch, and others which might be mention-. 


ed. If any one, having acceſs to the journals of 
the lords and commons, to the books of the trea- 
fury, war- office, privy-council, and other public 
documents, ſhould at this day write an hiſtory of 


the reigns of George the firſt and ſecond, and 


ſhould publiſh it without his name, would any 


man, three or four hundreds or thouſands of years 


hence, queſtion the authority of that book, when 
he knew that the whole Britiſh nation had receiv- 


ed it as an authentic book, from the time of its 


firſt publication to the age in which he lived: 
This ſuppoſition is in point. The books of the 
Old Teſtament were compoſed from the records 
of the jewiſh nation, and they have been received 
as true by that nation, from the time in which 
they were written to the preſent day. Dodſley's 


Annual Regiſter is an anony mous book, we only 


know the name of its editor; the New Annual 
Regiſter is an anonymous book; the Reviews 


are anonymous books; but do we, or will our 
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poſterity, eſteem theſe books as of no authority ? 


On the contrary, they are admitted at preſent, _. 


and will be received in after ages, as authoritative _ 
records of the civil, military, and literary hiſtory 
of England and of Europe. $0 little foundation 
is there for our being ſtartled by your aſſertion, 
« It is anonymous and without authority.“ "£9 
If I am right in this reaſoning (and I proteſt to 
you that I do not ſee any error in it) all the argu- 
ments you adduce in proof that the book of Jo- 
ſnua was not written by Joſhua, nor that of Sa- 
- muel by Samuel, are nothing to the purpoſe for 
which you have brought them forward: theſe 
books may be books of authority, though all you _ 
advance againſt the genuineneſs of them ſhould 
be granted. No article of faith is injured by al- 
lowing that there is no ſuck poſitive proof, when 
or by whom theſe, and ſome other books of holy 
ſcripture, were written, as to exclude all poſſibi- 
lity of doubt and cavil. There is no neceſſity, in- 
| deed, to allow this. The chronological and hiſto- 
rical difficulties, which others before you have 
produced, have been anſwered, and as to the 
greateſt part of them, ſo well anſwered, that 1 
will not waſte the reader's time by entering into 
a particular examination of them, | PD 
You make yourſelf merry with what you call + 
the tale of the ſun ſtanding upon Mount Gibeon, 
and the moon in the Valley of Ajalon; and you 
ſay that © the tory detects itſelf, becauſe there is 
not a nation in the world that knows any thing 
about it.” How can you expect that there ſhould, 
when there is not a nation in the world whoſe an- 
nals reach this zra by many hundred years? It 
happens, however, that you are probably miſta- 
ken as to the fact: a confuſed tradition concern- 
ing this miracle, and a ſimilar one in the time f 
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Ahaz, when the fun went back ten degrees, has 
been preſerved amongſt one of the moſt ancient 
nations, as we are informed by one of the moſt 
ancient hiſtorians. Heredotus, in his Euterpe, 
ſpeaking of the Egyptian prieſts, ſays—* They 
told me that the ſun had four times deviated from 
his courſe, having twice riſen where he uniformly 


goes down, and twice gone down where he uni. 
* tormly riſes: this, however, had produced no 


« alteration in the elimate of Egypt; the fruits of 
© the earth and the phenomena of the Nile had 
always been the ſame.” Belo Tranſl.) The 
laſt part of this obſervation confirms the conjec- 
ture, that this account of the Egyptian prieſts had 
a reference to the two miracles reſpecting the ſun 
mentioned in ſcripture ; for they were not of that 


kind which could introduce any change in climates 


or ſeaſons. You would have been contented to 
admit the -account of this miracle as a fine piece 


of poetical imagery :. you may have ſeen ſome 


jewiſh doQors, and ſome chriſtian commentators, 
who conſider it as ſuch, but improperly, in my 
opinion. I think it idle, ar leaſt, if not impious, 
to undertake to explain how the miracle was per- 
formed; but one who is not able to explain rhe 
mode of doing a thing, argues ill if he hence in- 
fers that the thing -was not done. We are pet- 
fectly ignorant how the ſun was formed, how the 
planets were projected at the creation, how they 
are ſtill retained in their orbits by the power of 
gravity ; but we admit, notwithſtanding, that the 
ſun was formed, that the planets were then pro- 
jected, and that they are Nm retained in their or- 
bits. The machine of the univerſe is in the hand 
of God; he can ſtop the motion of any part, or 
of the whole of it, with leſs trouble and lefs dan- 


ger of injuring it, than you can ſtop your watch. 
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In teſtimony of che reality of the miracle, the au- 
thor of the book ſays, Is not this written in the 
book of Jaſher ? No author in his ſenſes would 
have appealed, in proof of his veracity, to a 
book which did not exiſt, or in atteſtation of a 
fat, which, though it did exiſt, was not recorded 
in it; we may ſafely therefore conclude, that, at 
the time the book of Joſhua was written, there 
was ſuch a book as the book of Jaſher, and that 
the miracle of the ſun's ſtanding {till was record- 
ed in that book. But this obſervation, you will 
ſay, does not prove the fact of the ſun's having 
ſtood (till 3 I have not produced it as a proof of 
that fat; but it proves that the author of the 
book of Joſhua believed the fact, and that the p20- 
ple of lirael admitted the authority of the book 
of Jaſher. An appeal to a fabulous book would 
have been as ſenſeleſs an inſult upon their under- 
ſtanding, as it would have been upon ovr's, had 
Rapin appealed to the Arabian Nights? Entertain» 
ments, as 4 proof of the battle of Haſtings. 

I cannot attribute much weight to your argu- 
ment againſt the genuineneſs of the book of Jo- 
ſhua, from its being ſaid, that. Joſhua burned 
Ai, and made it an heap for ever, even a defolation 
unte this day.” | Joſhua lived twenty-four years 
after the burning of Ai: and if he wrote his hiſ- 
tory 1n the latter part of his life, what abſurdity 
is there in ſaying, Ai is ſtill in ruins, or Ai is in 
ruins to this very day? A young man, who had 
ſeen the heads of the rebels in forty-five, when 
they were firſt ſtuck upon poles at Tewple-bar, 
might, twenty years afterwards, in atteſtation of 
the fact, have juſtly ſaid, And they are there to this 
very day. Whoever wrote the goſpel of St. Mat- 
thew, it was written not many centuries, proba- 


bly (I had almoſt ſaid certainly) not a quarter g 
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one century after the death of Jeſus ; yet the a 
_ thor, ſpeaking of the potter's field which hal: 
been purchaſed by the chief prieſts with the mo. Wic:..-/ 
ney they had given Judas to betray his maſter, the 
ſays, that it was therefore called the field of ble hinge 
unto this day; and in another place he ſays, that 
the ſtory of the body of ' Jeſus being ſtolen out of el 
the ſepulchre, was commonly reported among the Wd ou! 
jews until this day. Moſes, in his old age, bad o tl 
made uſe of a ſimilar expreſſion, when he put the Wl cp: 
Ifraelites in mind of what the Lord bath done to 
the Egyptians in the Red Sea, The Lord hath de. 
firoyed them unto this day. (Dent. xi. 4.) 5 
In the laſt chapter of the book of Joſhua it is WW: i 
related, that Joſhua aſſembled all the tribes of If. | 
rael to Shechem ; and there, in the preſence of 
the elders and principal men of Iſrael, he recapi- 
tulated, in a ſhort ſpeech, all that God had done oe 
for their nation, from the calling of Abraham to 
- that time, when they were ſettled in the land Dat 
which God had promiſed to their forefathers. In 73 
finiſhing his ſpeech, he ſaid to them, “ Chooſe you it! 
this day whom you will ſerve, whether the gods which co 
your fathers ſerved, that were on the other ſide of the : 
flood, or the gods of the Amorites, in whoſe land ye 
dwell : but as for me and my houſe, aue will ſerve the his 
Lord: And the people anſwered, and ſaid, God fore ch! 
bid that awe ſhould forſake the. Lord, to ſerve other 2 
gods.” Joſhua urged farther, that God would 
not ſuffer them to worſhip other gods in ſellow- 
ſhip with him; they anſwered, that © hey avould 
ferve the Lord.” Joſhua then ſaid to them, 7: 
are witneſſes againſt yourſelves that ye have choſen you 
the Lord to ſerve him.” And they ſaid, We are 
witneſſes.” Here was a ſolemn covenant between 
Joſhua, on the part of the Lord, and all the 
men of Iſrael, on their own part. The text then 
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uys, 4 So Jaſbua made a covenant with the people 
but day, and ſet them a ftatute and an ordinance in 
Be! -ch:m,—and Foſhua wrote theſe words in the book 
the Law of God.” Here is a proof of two 
things : firſt, that there was then, a few years 
aſter the death of Moſes, exiſting a book called 
ne Book of the Law of God; the ſame, without 
Wioubt, which Moſes had written, and committed 
o the cuſtody of the Levites, that it might be 
ept in the ark of the covenant of the Lord, that 
it might be a witneſs againſt them : ſecondly, 
Par [oſhua wrote a part at leaſt of his own trani- 
Actions in that very book, as an addition to it.— 
It is not a proof that he wrote all his own tranſ- 
actions in any book; but I ſubmit entirely to the 
judgment of every candid man, whether this proof 
f his having recorded a very material tranſaction, 
oes not make it probable that he recorded other 
material tranſactions ; that he wrote the chief 
part of the book of Joſhua ; and that ſuch things 
2s happened after his death, have been inſerted in 
it by others, in order to render the hiſtory more 
complete. | 2926 
The book of Joſhua, chap. vi. ver. 26, is quoted 
in the firſt book of Kings, chap. xvi. ver. 34. In 
his ( Ahab's) days, did Hiel the Bethelite build Feri- 
cho : he laid the foundation thereof in Abiram bis firſt- 
born, and ſet up the gates thereof in his youngeſt fon 
Sgub, according to the word of the Lord, which he 
ate br Joſhua, the. ſon of Nun. Here is a proof 
that the book of Joſhua. is older than the firſt . 
book of Kings: but that is not all which may 
reaſonably be inferred, I do not ſay proved, from 
this quotation. It may be inferred from the phraſe 
—according to the word of the Lord which he 
ſpake by Joſhua the ſon of Nun, that Joſhua avrote 
deum the word which the Lord had ſpoken. In 
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Baruch (which, though an apocryphal book, is au. 
thority for this purpoſe) there is a fimilar phraſe, 
as thou ſpakeft by thy fervant Moſes in the day when 

thou diaſ command him to write thy law. 

I think it unneceſſary to make any obſervation 
on what you ſay relative to the book of Judges; 
but I cannot paſs unnoticed your cenſure of the 
book of Ruth, which yon call © an idle bungling 
© ſtory, fooliſhly told, no body knows by whom, 
* about a ſtrolling country girl creeping lily to bed 
© to het couſin Boaz ; pretty ſtuff, indeed, you er. 
claim, to be called the Word of God!” It ſeems 
to me that you do not perfectly comprehend what 
is meant by the expreſhon—the Mord of God—or 
the divine authority of the ſcriptures : I will er. 
plain it to you in the words of Dr. Law, late b. 
ſhop of Carliſle, and in thoſe of St. Auſtin. My 
firſt quotation is from biſhop Law's Theory of 
Religion, a book not undeſerving your notice: 
The true ſenſe then of the divine authority of the 
© books of the Old Teſtament, and which perhaps 
is enough to denominate them in era 
inſpired, ſeems to be this; that as in thoſe times Wal 
God has all along, beſide the inſpection, or ſuper- ou 
<-intendency of his general providence, interfered W 
© upon particular occafions, by giving expreſs com- 
© miſſions to ſome perſons (thence called prophets) 
< to declare his will in various manners, and de- 
© prees of evidence, as belt ſuited the occaſion, 
time, and nature of the ſubject: and in all other 
'*.caſes, left them wholly to themſelves in like 
manner, he has interpoſed his more immediate 
aſſiſtance (and notified it to them, as they did uo 
(the world) in the recording of theſe revelagions; 

© ſofar as that was neceſſary, amidſt the common 
(but from hence termed ſacred ) hiſtory-of thoſe 
times; and mixed with various other octurret 
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&cations were ſufficient to enable him to relate 
things, with all the accuracy they required.“ The 
paſſage from St. Auſtin is this: * Tam of opinion, 


i that thoſe men to whom the Holy Ghoſt revealed 
75 hat ought to be received as authoritative in re- 
ft the gion, might write ſome things as men with hiſ- 
gling torical diligence, and other things as prophets by 
bom, divine inſpiration; and that theſe th.2gs are ſo 
o bed diſtinct, that the former may be attributed to 
Ju ex. themſelves as contributing to the increaſe of 
ſeems knowledge, and the latter to God ſpeaking by 
what them things appertaining to the authority of re- 
1—or ligion.“ Whether this opinion be right or wrong, 
I ex. do not here inquire; it is the opinion of many 
te bi- earned men and good chriſtians : and if you will 

My {Wdopt it as your opinion, you will ſee cauſe, per- 
Try of aps, to become a chriſtian yourſelf ; you will ſee 


auſe to conſider chrenological, geographical, or 


f the W-ncalogical errors —apparent miſtakes or real 
rhaps WE ontradictions as to hiſtorical facts, needleſs repe- 
vin tions and trifling interpolations—indeed you will 

ce cauſe to conſider all the principal objections of 
uper- our book to be abſolutely without foundation.— 
tered Receive but the Bible as compoſed by upright and 


ell-informed, though, in ſome points, fallible 


phets) en (for I exclude all fallibility when they profeſs 
d de- deliver the Word of God) and you muſt re- 
ifion, eie it as a book revealing to you, in many parts, 
other Nhe expreſs will of God; and in other parts, rela- 


ing to you the ordinary hiſtory of the times. Give 


diate WP =tt he authors of the Bible that credit hich you 
did to ee to other hiſtorians; believe them to deliver 
ions; e Word of God, when they tell you that they do 
amen ; believe, when they relate other things as of 


hemſelves and not of the Lord, that they wrote 
o the beft of their knowledge and capacity, and 


ces ; in which the hiſtorian's own natural quali- 


will not be an unbeliever in the divine authority 


when they are advanced thus far, the grace d 


married ten years; and being le 


her huſband and her two ſons ſhe had been driva 


huſband and her children, ſhould return to France 


Ca). ; 
you will be in your belief ſomething very differen 
from a deiſt: you may not be allowed to afpinlffi 
to the character of an orthodox believer, but 70 


of the Bible; though you ſhould admit humm 
miſtakes and human opinions to exiſt in ſome pan 
of it. This I take to be the firſt Rep towards the 
removal of the doubts of many ſceptical men; and 


- 


God, aſſiſting a teachable diſpoſnion, and a piow 
intention, may carry them on to perfection. 

As to Ruth, you do an injury to her charager, 

She was not a ſtrolling country girl. She had bee 

R a widow without 

children, ſhe accompanied her mother- im law, re 

turning into her native country, out of which wid 


” wy 3 © © © ©& Gm 
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by a famine. The diſturbances in France han 
driven many men with their familigs to America: 
if, ten years hence, a woman, having loſt he 


with a daughter-in-law, would you be juſtified i 
calling the daughter-in-law a ſtrolling coun 
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girl? „But ſhe crept ſlily to bed to her cou 
* Boaz.* I do not find it ſo in the hiſtory ; as ai t 
perſon imploring protection, ſhe laid berſelf dom ſr 
at the foot of an aged kinſman's bed, and ſhe rot < 
up with as much innocence as ſhe had laid herfel S, 
down. She was afterwards married to Boaz, aul 0! 
Teputed by all her neighbours a virtuous woman; le 
and they were more likely to know her charade fi 
than you are. Whoever reads the book of Ruth hi 
bearing in mind the ſimplicity of ancient manner 
will find it an intereſting ſtory of a poor young ® 
woman, following in a ſtrange land the advice © 


and affectionately attaching herſelf to the fortuna 
of the mother of her deceaſed huſband. 
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eren The two books of Samuel come next under 
alpin your review. Vou proceed to ſhew that theſe 
t you books were not written by Samuel, that they are 
hority anonymous, and thence you conclude without au- 
uma thority. I need not here repeat what I have ſaid 


upon the fallacy. of your concluſion ; and as to 
your proving that the books were not written by 
Samuel, you might have ſpared yourſelf ſome 
trouble if you had recolleQed; that it is generally 


the ſecond book which bears his name, and only 
a part of the fir ſt. It would, indeed, have been 
an inquiry not undeſerving your notice, in many 
parts of your work, to have examined what was 


h wil of the ſeveral books of the Bible; you would have 
drira found, that you were in many places fighting a 
e ham phantom of your own raifing, and proving what 
\eric, vas generally admitted. Very little certainty, I 
iſt he think, can at this time be obtained on this ſubject: 
Fran but that you may have ſome knowledge of what 

| has been conjectured by men of judgment, I will 


quote a paſſage from Dr. Hartley's obſervations 
on man. 'The author himſelf does not vouch for 


ouſa 
5 = e truth of his obſervation, for he begins it with a 
If down ſuppoſition ; I ſuppoſe then, that the Pentateuch 


conſiſts of the writings of Moſes, put togetber by 
Samuel, with a very f 

of Joſhua and Judges were, in like manner, col- 
lected by him; and the book of Ruth, with the 


roman; 

ara firſt part of the firſt book of Samuel, written by 
F Ruth bim; that the latter part of the firſt book of Sa- 
anneal muel, and the ſecond book, were written by the 
t youny prophets who ſucceeded Samuel, . ſuppoſe Nathan 


and Gad, that the books of Kings and Chronicles, 
are extracts from the records of the ſutceeding 


advicy 
fortuna 


admitted, that Samuel did not write any part of 


the opinion of. learned men reſpecting the authors 


ew additions; that the books 


| 
| 
| 
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prophets, concerning their own times, and from 
the public genealogical tables, made by Ezra; 
that the books of Ezra and Nehemiah are collec. 
tions of like records, ſome written by Ezra and 
Nehemiah, and ſome by their predeceſſors ; that 
the book of Eſther was written by ſome eminent 
| jew, in or near the times of the tranſaction there 
recorded, perhaps Mordecai; the book of Job by 
a jew, of an uncertain time; the Pfalms by Da- 
vid and other pious perſons; the books of the 
Proverbs and Canticles by Solamun; the book of 
Eccleſiaſtes by Salamon, or perhaps by a jew of la- 
ter times, ſpeaking m his perſon, but not with an 
intention to make him paſs for the author ; the 
Prophecies by the prophets whoſe names they 
bear ; and the books of the New Teſtament by 
the perſons to whom they are uſually aſcribed.” — 
I have produced this paſſage to you not merely to 
ſhew you that, in a great part of your work, you | 
are attacking what no perſon is intereſted in de- 
fending ; but to convince. you, that a wiſe and 
good man, and a firm believer in revealed reli- 
ion, for ſuch was Dr. Hartley, and no prieſt, 
Fig not rejet the anonymous books of the Old 
Teſtament as books without authority. I ſhall 
not trouble either you or myſelf with any more 
obſervations- on that head ; you may aſcribe the 
two books of Kings, and the two books of Chro- 
nicles, to what authors you pleaſe ; I am ſatisfied 
. with knowing that the annals of the jewiſh nation 
were written in the time of Samuel, and, proba- 

_ bly, in all ſucceeding times, by men of ability, 
who lived in or near the times of which they write. 
Of the truth of this obſervation we have abundant 
proof, not only from the teſtimony ot Joſephus, 
and of the writers of the Talmuds, but from the 
Old Teſtament itſelf, I will content myſelf with 


-- 
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citing a few places: — Now the act of David the 
ting, frff and laft, bebold they are written in the book 
of Samuel the ſcer, and in the book of Nathan the pro- 
het, and in the buck of Gad the feer.” 1 Chron. 
XIix. 29.—“ Now the reft of the act: of Solomon, f 
and laſt, are they not written in the book of Nathan the 
prophet, and in the prophecy of Abijah the Shilonite, 
and in the viſions of 1dde the feer ?** 2 Chron. ix. 29. 
—* Now the acts of Rebobsam, firſt and laſt, are they 
not written in the book of Shemaiah the prophet, and 
lade the feer, concerning genealogies ?** 2 Chion. 
xii. 15.—“ Now the reſt of the acht of Feboſhaphat, 
frft and laſt, bebald they are written in the beat of 
Jetu the fon of Hanani.” 2 Chron. xx. 34. Is it 
poſſible tor writers to give a ſtronger evidence of 
their veracity, than by referring their readers to 
the books from which they had extracted the ma- 
terials of their hiſtory ? 5 a: 
Tue taus books of Kings,” you ſay, “are little 
more than an hiftory of aſſaſſinations, treachery, and 
war.” That the kings of Iſrael and Judah were 
many of them very wicked perſons, 'is evident 
from the hiſtory which is given of them. in the 
Bible ; but it ought to be remembered, that their 
wickedneſs is not to be attributed to their religion; 
nor were the people of Iſrael chofen to be the 
people of God, on account of their wickedneſs; 
nor was their being choſen, a cauſe of it. One 
may wonder, indeed, that having experienced fo 
many ſingular marks of God's goodneſs towards 
their nation, they did not at once become, and 
continue to be (what, however, they have long 
been) ſtrenuous advocates for the worſhip of one 
only God, the maker of heaven and earth. This 
was the purpoſe for which they were choſen, and 
this purpoſe has been accompliſhed. For above 


order; but if we compare different kinds toge- 


1 
three and twenty hundred years the jews have vm. 
tormly witne fſed to all the nations of the earth the 
unity of God, and his abomination of idolatry, 
But as you look upon * the appellation of the jews 
being God's choſen people as a lie wvhich the pri:fis and 
lead:rs of the jews had invented is cover the baſeneſs of 
their own characters, and which chriſtian prieſts, Fax. 
times as corrupt, and often as cruel, have profeſſed to 
believe; I will plainly flate to you the reaſons 
which induce me to believe that it is no /ze, and 1 
hope they will be ſuch reaſons as you will not at- 
tribute eicher to cruelty or corruption. 

To any one contemplating the univerſality of 
things, and the fabric of nature, this globe of 
earth, with the men dwelling on its ſurface, will 
not. appear {excluſive of the divinity of their 
ſouls). of more gmportance than an hillock of ants; 
all of which, ſome with corn, ſome with eggs, 

ſome without any thing, run (hither and thither, 
buſtling about a little heap of duſt. This is a 
thought-c: the immortal Bacon, and it is admi- 

rably fitted to humble the pride of philoſophy, at- 
tempting to preſcribe forms to the proceedings, 
and bounds to the attributes of God. We may 
as eaſily citcumſeribe infinity, as penetrate the 
ſecret purpoſes of the Almighty. There are but 
two ways by which I can acquire any knowledge 
of the nature of the Supreme Being,—by reaſon, 
and by revelation ; to you, who reje revelation, 
there is but one. Now my reaſon informs me, 
that God has made a great difference between the 
kinds of animals, with reſpect to their capacity of 
enjoying happineſs. Every kind is perfect in its 
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ther, one will appear to be greatly ſuperior to ano- 
ther. An animal, which has but one ſenſe, has 
but one ſource of happineſs ; but if it be ſupplied 


(33.7 
with what is ſuited to that ſenſe, it enjoys all the 
happineſs of which it. is capable, and is in its na- 
ture perfect. Other ſorts of animals, which have 
two or three ſenſes, and which have alſo abundant 
means of gratifying them, enjoy twice or thrice 
as much happineſs as thoſe do which have but one. 
In the ſame ſort of animals there is a great diffe- 
rence among individuals, one having the ſenſes . 
more perfe&, and the hody leſs tubje& to diſeaſe, .' 
than another. Hence, if I were to form a judg- 
ment of the divine goodneſs by this uſe of my rea- 
ſon, I could: not but fay that it was partial and 


a; Cad forbid!” His goodneſs may be un- 
equal, without being imperfect : it maſt be eſti. 
mated from the whole, and not from a part. Eve- 
ry order of beings is ſo ſufficient for its own hap- 
pinaſs, and ſo conducive at the ſame time to the 
happineſs of every other, that in one view it ſeeme 
to be made for itſelf alone, and in another not 
for itſelf but for every other. Could we compre-- 
hend the whole immenſe fabric which God hach 
formed, I am perſuaded that we-ſhould ſee no- 
thing, but perfection, harmony, and beauty, in 
every part of it; but whilſt we diſpute about 

parts, we neglect the whole, and diſcern nothing 
but ſuppoſed anomalies and defects. The maker 
of a watch, or the builder of a ſhip, is not to be 
blamed becauſe a ſpectator cannot diſcover either 
the beauty or the uſe of disjointed parts. And 

ſhall we dare to accuſe God of injuſtice, for not 
having diſtributed the gifts of nature in the fame 
degree to all kinds of animals, when it is proba- 
ble that this very inequality of diſtribution may 
be the means of producing the greateſt ſum total 
of happineſs to the whole ſyſtem ? In exactly the 
ſame manner may we reaſon concerning the acts 


— 


wth, 


unequal-. What ſhall aue ſay, then? Ir God un- 


logous to all that reaſon teaches us concerning the 
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of God's efpecial providence. If we conſider any 
one act, ſuch as that of -appointing the jews to be 
his peculiar people, as unconnected with ever 
other, it may appear to be a partial diſplay of his 
goodneſs; it may excite doubts concerning the 
wiſdom or the benignity of his divine nature.— 
But if we connect the hiſtory of the jews with 
that of other nations, from the moſt remote an- 
tiquity to the preſent time, we ſhall diſcover that 
they were not choſen ſo much for their own bene. 
fit, or on account of their own merit, as for the 
general benefit of mankind. To the Egyptians, 
Chaldeans, Grecians, Romans, to all the people 
of the-earth, they were formerly, and they are 
ſtill to all civilized nations, a beacon ſet upon an 
hill, ro warn them from idolatry, to light them 

to the ſanctuary of a God holy, juſt, and good. 
Why ſhould we ſuſped ſuch a diſpenſation of be- 
ing a lie? when even from the little which we can 
underſtand of it, we ſee that it is founded in wif 
dom, carried on for the general good, and ana- 


_ Dature of God. 

Several things you obſerve are mentioned in the 
book of Kings, ſuch as the drying up of Jero- 
boam's hand, the aſcent of Elijah into heaven, 
the deſtructien of the children who mocked El- 
ſha, and the refurreQion of a dead man :—theſe 
. circumſtances being mentioned in the book of 
Kings, and not menticned in that of Chronicles, 
is a proof to you that they are lies. I efleem it 
a very erroneous mode of reaſoning, which, from 
the ſilence of one author concerning a particular 
_. circumſtance, infers the want of veracity in an- 
other who mentions it. And this obſervation is 
ſtill more cogent, when applied to a book which 
is only a ſupplement to, or an abridgment di, 


* 


1 
ether books : and under this deſcription the book. 
of Chronicles has been confidered by all writers. 
But though you will not believe the miracle of the - 
drying up of Jeroboam's hand, what can you fay 
to the prophecy which was then delivered con- 
cerning the future deſtruction of the idolatrous. 
altar of Jeroboam ? The prophecy is thus writ- 
ten, 1 Kings xiii. 2.—* Behold, a child ſhall be born 
unto the houſe of David, Foftah by name, and upon 
thee 7 the altar ſhall he offer the priefts of the bipts 

aces,” Here is a clear prophecy ; the name, 
mily, and office of a particular perſon are deſcri- 
bed in the year 975 (according to the Bible chro- 
nology) before chriſt. Above 350 years after 
the delivery of the prophecy, you will find, by 
conſulting the ſecond book of Kings (chap. xxiii. 
15, 16.) this prophecy fulfilled in all its parts. 

You make a calculation that Geneſis was not 
written till $00 years after Moſes, and that it is 
of the ſame age, and you may probably think 
of the ſame authority, as A@ſfop's Fables. Lou 
give, what you call the evidence of this, the air 
of demonſtration—“ It has but two lager: firſt, 
the account of the kings of Edom, mentioned in Geneſis, 
is taken from Chronicles, and therefore the book of Ge- 
nefir was written after the book of Chronicles : fecind- 
ly, the book of Chronicles was not begun to be written 
till after Zedekiah, in whoſe time Nebuchadnezzar con- 
guered Feruſalem, 588 years before Chriſt, and more 
than 860 after Moſes. — Having anſwered this ob- 
jection before, I might be excuſed taking any 
more notice of it; but as you build much in this 
place, upon the ſtrength of your argument, I will 
ſhew you its weakneſs, when it is properly ſtated. 

A few verſes in the book of Geneſis could not be 
written by Moſes; therefore us part of Geneſis could 
be written by Moſes :—-a child would deny you 
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therefare. « Again, a few verſes in the book of 
Beneſis could not be written by Moſes, becauſe 


x they ſpeak of kings of Iſrael, there having been 
1 no kings of Iſrael in the time of Moſes ; and here. 
Vite they could not be written by Samuel, or by 


Solomon, or by any other perſon who lived after 
there were kings in Iſrael, except by the author 
of the book of Chronicles: this is alſo an illegi- 
timate inference from your poſition.— Again, a 
few verſes in the book of Geneſis are, word for 
word, the ſame as a few verſes in the book of 
Chronicles; therefore the author of the book of 
Geneſis muſt have taken them from Chronicles: 
another lame concluſion ! Why might not the 
author of the book of Chronic les have taken them 
from Geneſis, as he has taken many other genea- 
logies, ſuppoſing them to have been inſerted in 
Geneſis by Samuel? But, where, you may alk, 
could Samuel, or any other perſon, have found 
the account of the kings of Edom? Probably, 
in the public records of the nation, which were 
certainly as open for inſpection to Samuel, and 
the other prophets, as they were to the author of 
Chronicles. I hold it needleſs to employ more 
time on the ſubjeR, i 


\ 
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LETTER V. 


Ar length you come to two books, Ezra and 
Nehemiah, which you allow to be genuine books, 
giving an account of the return of the jews from 
the Babylonian captivity, about 536 years before 
Chriſt; but then you ſay, © Thoſe accounts are no 
thing to us, nor to any other perſons, unleſs it be to the 
jews, as a part of the hiſtory of their nation; and 
there is juſt as much of the Word of Gad in thoſe books, 
as there is in any of the hiſtories of France, or in Ra- 
pin's Hiſtory of England.“ Here let us ſtop a mo- 
ment, and try if from your own conceſſions it be 
not poſſible to confute your argument. Ezra and 
Nehemiah, you grant, are genuine books“ but 
they are nothing to us!” The very firlt verſe of 
Ezra ſay, „the prophecy of Jeremiah was fulfilled :*? 
Is it nothing to us to know that Jeremiah was 2 
true prophet? Do but grant that the Supreme 
Being communicated to any of the ſons of men a 
knowledge of future events, ſo that their predic- 


difficulty in admitting the truth of revealed reli- 
gion. Is it nothing to us to know that, five hun- 
dred and thirty-ſix years before Chriſt, the books 
of Chronicles, Kings, Judges, Joſhua, Deutero- 
nomy, Numbers, Leviticus, . Exodus, Geneſis, 
every book the authority of which you have at- 
tacked, are all referred to by-Ezra and Nehemiah, 
as authentic books, containing the hiſtory of the 


tions were plainly verified, and you will find little 
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Ifraelitiſh nation from Abraham to that very 
time? Is it nothing to us to know that the hiſtory 
of the jews is true It is every thing to us; for 
if that hiſtory be not true, chriſtianity muſt be 
falſe. The jews are the root, we are branches 
« praffed in amongſt them; to them pertain * tl 
adoption, and glory, and the covenants, and the givi 
of the law, and the ſervice of God, and the promiſes, 
whoſe are the fathers, aud of whom, as concerning the 
feſb, Chriſt came, who is over all, God bleſed far Mi 
ever. Auen. | WF 5 
T be biftory of the Old Teſtament has, without 
doubt, ſome difficulties in it; but a minute philo- 
ſopher, who buſies himſelf in ſearching them out, 
whilſt he neglects to contemplate the harmony of 
all its parts, the wiſdom and goodneſs of God, 
diſplayed throughout the whole, appears to me to 
de like a purblind man, who, in ſurveying a picture, 
objects to the ſimplicity of the deſign, and the beau- 
ty of the execution, from the aſperities he has di. 
covered in the cahvaſs and the colouring. The hiſ. 
- tory gf the Old Teſtament, notwithſtanding the real 
difficulties which occur in it, notwithſtanding the 
ſcoffs and cavils of unbelievers, appears to me to 
have ſuch internal evidences of its truth, to be ſo 
- corroborated by the moſt ancient profane hiſtories, 
ſo confirmed by the preſent circumſtances of the 
world, that if I were not a chriſtian, I would be- 
come a jew, You think this hiſtory to be a col 
lection of lies, contradictions, blaſphemies : I look 
upon it to be the oldeſt, the trneſt, the moſt com- 
prehenſive, and the moſt important hiſtory in the 
world. I conſider it as giving more fatisfaQory 
proofs of the being and attributes of God, of the 
origin and end of human kind, than ever were at. 
tained by the deepeſt reſearches of the moſt en- 
lightened philoſophers. The exerciſe of our rea- 
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hn in the inveſtigation of truths reſpecting the na- 
"re of God, and the future expectations of hu- 
man kind, is highly uſeful; but I hope I ſhall be 
pardoned by the metaphyficians in ſaying, that 
the chief utility of ſuch diſquiſitions conſiſts in 
this—that they bring us acquainted - with the 
weakneſs of our intellectual faculties. - I do not 
preſume to meaſure other men by my ſtandard; 
you may have clearer notions than I am able to 
form of the infinity of ſpace ; of the eternity of 
duration; of necefſary exiſtence : of the connee- 
uon between neceſſary exiſtence and intelligence, 
between intelligence and benevolence : you may 
ſee nothing in the univerſe but organized matter; 
or, rejecting a material, you may ſee nothing but 
an ideal world. With a mind weary of conjec- 
ture, ſatigued by doubt, fick of diſputation, eager 
for knowledge, anxious for certainty, and unable 
to attain it by the beſt uſe of my reaſon in matters 
of the utmoſt importance, I have long ago tu:n- 
ed my thoughts to an impartial examination of - 
the proofs on which revealed religion is grounded, 
and I am convinced of its truth. This examina- 
tion is a ſubject within the reach of human capa- 
city; you have come to one concluſion reſpecting 
it, I have come to another ; both of us cannot be 
right; may God forgive him that is in an error! 

You ridicule, in a note, the tory of an angel 
appearing to Joſhua. Your mirth you will per- 
ceive to be miſplaced, when you conſider the de- 
fign of this appearance; it was to aſſure Joſhua, 
that the ſame God who had appeared to Moles, 
ordering him to pull off his ſhoes, becauſe he ſtood 
en holy ground, had now appeared to himſelf. 
Was this no encouragement io a man who was 
about to engage in war with many nations? Had 


it no tendency to confirm his faith? Was it on 


- without a blow, you ſay, that in matters of re. 


ol your aſſertion, you tell us that the total amount 


give his readers the ſum total of ſixty particular 


letters, that it was extremely eaſy for a tranſcriber 
 20,) as fora > (or 3 for 50,) a J for a n (or 


merical contradictions in the Bible, but to attri- 
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leſſon to him to obey, in all things, the command U 
of God, and to give the glory of his conqueſts to tl 
the author of them, the God of Abraham, Iſaac, 67 
and Jacob ? As to your wit about pulling off the 1 
ſhoe, it originates, I think, in your ignorance ; I: 
you ought to have known, that this rite was an L 
indication of reverence for the divine preſence; r 
and that the cuſtom of entering barefoot into their 1 
temples ſubſiſts, in ſome countries, to this day. 
_ You allow the book of Ezra to be a genuine 
book: but that the author of it may not eſcape 


cord it is not to be depended on; and as a proof 


of the numbers who returned from Babylon does 
not correſpond with the particulars ; and that eve- 
ry child may have an argument for its infidelity, 
you diſplay the particulars, and ſhew your own 
{kill in arithmetic, by ſumming them up. And 
can you ſuppoſe that Ezra, a man of great learn- 
ing, knew fo little of ſcience, that he could not 


ſums? You know, undoubtedly, that the He- 
brew letters denoted alſo numbers ; and that there 
was ſuch a great ſimilarity between ſome of theſe 


of a manuſcripr to miſtake a = for a >/(or 2 for 
5 for 200.) Now what have we to do with nu- 


bute them to this obvious ſource of error—the 
attention of the tranſcriber in writing one letter 
for another that was like it ? | 
I ſhould extend theſe letters to a length trouble- 
ſome to the reader, to you, and to myſelf, if I | 
anſwered minutely every objection you have made. 
and reQtified every error into which you have ſall- 


„ 

en; it may be ſufficient briefly to notice ſome of 
the chief. The character repreſented in Job under 
the name of Satan, is, you ſay, © the firſt and the 
only time this name is mentioned in the Bible.” Now 
I find this name, as denoting an enemy, frequent- 
ly occurring in the Old Teſtament ; thus 2 Sam. 
iI. 22. What have I to do with you, ve fons of Ze- 
ruiah, that ye ſbould this day be adverſaries unto mne? 
In the original it is ſatans unto me. Again, 1 
Kings v. 4. The Lord my God hath given nie res 
en every ſide, fo that there is neither adverſary, nor evii 
eccurrent”'—1n the original, neither ſatan nor evil. 
need not mention other places; theſe are ſuffici- 
ent to ſhew, that the word ſatan, denoting an ad- 
verſary, does occur in various places of the Old 
Teſtament; and it is extremely probable to me, 
that the root ſatan was introduced into the He- 
brew and other eaſtern languages, to denote an 


adverſary, from its having been the proper name 


of the great enemy of mankind. I know it is an 
opinion of Voltaire, that the word ſatan is not 
older than the Babylonian captivity : this is a miſ- 
take, for it is met with in the hundred and ninth 


palm, which all allow to have been written by | 


David, long before the captivity. Now we are 
upon this ſubject, permit me to recommend to 
your conſideration, the univerſality of the doc- 
trine concerning an evil being, who in the begin- 
ning of time had oppoſed himſelf, who ſill conti- 
nues to oppoſe himſelf, to the ſupreme ſource of 
all good. Amongſt all nations, in all ages this 
opinion prevailed, that human affairs were ſubject 
to the will of the gods, and regulated by their 
interpoſition. Hence has been derived whatever 
we have read of the wandering ftars of the Chal- 
deans, two of them beneficent, and two malig- 
nant—hence the Egyptian Typbo, and Ofrri—the 
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Perſian Arimanius and Oromaſder—the Grecian 4 
keftial and infernal Fove.—-the Brama and the Zino 
| of the Indians, Peruvians, Mexicans---the good 
1 and evil principle, by whatever names they may 
| be called, of all other barbarous nations----and 
hence the ſtructure of the whole book of Job, in 
whatever light, of hiſtory or drama, it be conf. 
dered. Now does it not appear reaſonable to ſup. 
poſe, that an opinion ſo ancient and ſo univerſal has 
ariſen from tradition concerning the fall of our 
| firſt parents; disfigured, indeed, and obſcured, 

as all traditions mult be, by many fabulous addi. 
tions? 
The jews, you tell vs, “ never prayed but auler 
they awere in trouble.” I do not believe this of the 
_ jews ; but that they prayed more fervently when 
they were in trouble than at other times, may be 
true of the jews, and I apprehend is true of all 
nations and all individnals.---But * the jeaus never 
prayed for any thing but victory, vengeance, and rich 
.£5.”---Read Soloman's prayer at the dedication of 
the temple, and bluſh for your afſertion,---illiberal 

and uncharitable in the extreme! 

- , It appears, you obſerve, * #9 have been the cufim 
of the heathens to perfanify both virtue and vice, by fla- 
tues and images, as is done now-a-days both by ftatua- 

- ry and by painting; but it does not follow from this that 

they worſhipped them any more than we do. Not 
worſhipped them ! What think you of the gold- 

en image which Nebuchadnezzar ſet up? Was it 
not worſhipped by the princes, the rulers, the 
judges, the people, the nations, and the languages 
of the Babylonian empire? Not worſhipped them 

What think you of the decree of the Roman ſe- 

nate for fetching the ſtatue of the mother of the 
gods fiom Peſſinum? Was it only that they 
might admire it as a piece of workmanſhip ? Not 
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them! © What man ii there that knows: 


worſhipped 


ider af the great goddeſs Diana, and of the image 
ich fell down from Fupiter ?”” Not worſhipped 
tem The worſhip was univerſal. © Every na- 
tim made gods of their own, and put them in the houſes 
If the high places, which the Samaritans had made. 
the men of Babylon made Succoth-benoth, and the men 
of Cuth made Nergal, and the men of Hamath made 
Aſhima, and the Avites made Nibhaz and Tartak, and 
the Sepharvites burned their children in fire to Adram- 
melech, and Anammelech, the gods of Sepharvaim.” 


indebted to you for this your curious apology for 
their idolatry 3 for a mode of worſhip the moſt 
cruel, ſenſeleſs, impure, abominable, that can 


Had this your conceit occurred in ancient times, it 


might have ſaved Micah's teraphims, the £m 
rich. calves of Jerobaam, and of Aaron, and quite ſuper- 
on of ſeded the neceſſity of the ſecond commandment 111 
liberal Heathen morality has had its advocates before 

you; the facetious gentleman who pulled off his 
cufton hat to the ſtatue of Jupiter, that he might have a 
by fla- friend when heathen idolatry ſhould again be in 
Hatua- repute, ſeems to have had ſome foundation for his 
4s that improper humour, ſome knowledge that certain 
Not men eſteeming themſelves great philoſophers had 
gold. entered into a conſpiracy to aboliſh chriſtianity, - 
Was it ſome foreſight of the conſequences which will cer- 
„ the tainly attend their ſucceſs. | 


Itis an error, you ſay, to call the Pſalms the 
Pſalms of David. — This error was obſerved by 
St. Jerome, many hundred years before you were 
born; his words are“ We lnmu that they are in 
an error who attribute all the Pſalms to David, 
You, I ſuppoſe, will not deny, chat David wrote 


oh nat ſoau that the city of” the Epbeſians - was a awor-. 


(2 Kings, chap. xvii.) The heathens are much 


poſſibly diſgrace the faculties of the human mind. 
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ſome of them. Songs are of various ſorts : 'we 
have hunting ſongs, drinking ſongs, fighting ſongs, 
love ſongs, fooliſh, wanton, wicked ſongs :—f 
you will have the ©. Pſalms of David to be nothing 
but a collection from di different feng- aurilers, you mult 
allow that the writers of them were inſpired by ng 
ordinary ſpirit ; that it is a collection,. incapable of 


being degraded by the name you give it; chat i 


greatly excels every other collection in matter and 
in manner. Compare the book of Pſalms with 
the odes of Horace or Anacreon, with the hymns 
of Callimachus, the golden verſes of Pythagoras 
the choruſes of the Greek tragedians, (no con- 
temptible compoſitions any of theſe) and you will 
quickly ſee how greatly 'it ſurpaſſes them all, in 


piety of ſentiment, in ſublimity of expreſſion, in 


purity of morality, and in rational theology. - 

As you eſteem the Pſalms of David a ſong book, 
it is conſiſtent enough in you to eſteem * Pro- 
verbs of Solomon a jeſt book; there have not 
come down to us above eight hundred of his jelts; 
if we had the whole three thouſand, which be 
wrote, our mirth would be extreme. Let us open 
the book, and ſee what kind of jeſts it contains; 
take the very firſt as a ſpecimen The fear, of the 


Lord is the beginning of knowledge ; but fools deſpif 
. "wiſdom ami inſirudtion.” —Do you perceive any | 


in this? The fear of the Lord! What Lord 
does Solomon mean? He means that Lord who 


took the poſterity of Abraham to be his pecula 


people—who redeemed that people from Egyp 


tian bondage by a miraculous interpoſition of his 


rer who gave the law to Moſes who com- 
manded the Ifraelites to exterminate the nation 
of Canaan. Now this Lord you will not fear; 


the jeſt ſays, you deſpiſe wiſdom and inſtruction, 


Let as try * My es hear the inſtrudion 


is Open 


1 
thy father, and fotſake not the law of thy mother.” — 
f your heart has been ever touched by parental 
feelings, you will ſee no jeſt in this. Once more, 
, fon, if ſinners entice thee, conſent thou not.” 
Theſe are the three firſt proverbs in Solomon's 
« jeft book; if you read it through, it may not 
make you merry; I hope it will make you wile; 
that it will teach you, at leaſt, the beginning of 
wiſdom—the fear of that Lord whom Solomon 
feared. Solomon, you tell us, was witty ; jeſters 
are ſometimes witty ; but, though all the world, 
from the time of the queen of Sheba, has heard 
of the wiſdom of Solomon, his wit was never 
heard of before. "There is a great difference, Mr. 
Locke teaches us, between wit and judgment, 


and there is a greater between wit and wiſdom. 


Solomon “ was wiſer than Ethan the Ezahite, and 
Heman, and Chalcol, and Darda, the ſons of Ma- 
hol.” Theſe men, you may think, were jeſters; 
and ſo you may call the ſeven wiſe men of Greece: 
but you will never convince the world that Solo- 
mon, who was wiſer than them all, was 'nothing 
but a witty jeſter. As to the ſins and debaucheries 
of Solomon, we have nothing to do with them 
but to avoid them? and to give full credit to his 
experience, when he preaches to us his admirable 
ſermon on the vanity of every thing but piety and 
virtue. 

Ifaiah has a greater ſhare of your abuſe than - 
any other writer in the Old Teſtament, and the 
reaſon of it is obvious: the prophecies of Iſaiah 
have received ſuch a full and circumſtantial com- 
pletion, that, unleſs you can perſuade yourſelf. to 
conſider the whole book (a few hiſtorical ſketches 
excepted) * as one continued bombaſtical rant, full 
* of extravagant n—_—_ -without application, 


( 66 ) 
and deſtitute of meaning,” you muſt of neceſſay 
allow its divine authority. You compare the bur. 

den of Babylon, the burden of Damaſcus, and 
the other denunciations of the prophet againſt ci. 
ties and kingdoms, to the ſtory of * the knight of 
* the burning mountain, the ſtory of Cinderilla, 

| & c.“ I may have read theſe ſtories, but I remem. 

[HY ber nothing of the ſubjects of them: I have read 

11 alſo Ifaiah's burden of Babylon, and I have com. 

pared it with the paſt and preſent ftate of Baby. 

lon, and the compatiſon has made ſuch an impreſ. 
ſion on my mind, that it will never be effaced 
|S from my memory. I ſhall never ceaſe to believe, 

: that the Eternal alone, by whom things future 

i are more diſtinctly known than paſt or preſent 

LE things are by man, that the eternal God alone 

i could have dictated to the pr ophet Iſaiah the ſub- 

L Jef of the burden of Babylon. 

8 The latter part of the forty fourth, and the be- 
ginning of the forty- fifth chapter of Iſaiah, are, 
in your opinion, ſo far ſrom being written by 
Iſaiah, that they could only have been written by 
ſome perſon who lived at leaſt an hundred and fiſ- 
ty years after Iſaiah was dead : — theſe chapters, 
you go on, are a compliment to Cyrus, who per- 
© mitted the jews ta return to Jeruſalem from the 
« Babylonian captivity, above one hundred and 
« fifty years after the death of Ifaiah :?—and is it 
for this, fir, that you accuſe the church of auda- 
city, and the prieſts of ignorance, in impoſing, as 
you call it, this book upon the world as the writing 
of Ifaiah ? What ſhall be ſaid of you, who, either 
deſignedly or ignorantly, repreſent one of the molt 
clear and important prophecies in the Bible, as an 
hiſtorical compliment, written above an hundred 
and fifty years after the death of the prophet ?— 
We contend, ſir, that this is a prophecy, and not 
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( 67.) h | 
in hiſtory; that God called Cyrus by his name ; 
and deſcribed the means by which he ſhould do it, 
above an hundred years before Cyrus was born, 


re Is and when there was no probability of ſuch an 
erilla, event. Porphyry could not reſiſt the evidence of - 
mem. Daniel's prophecies, but by ſaying, that they were 


forged, after the events predicted had taken place; 
Voltaire could not refit the evidence of the pre- 
dition of Feſus, concerning the deſtruction of Je- 
ruſalem, but by ſaying, that the account was writ- 


2 ten after Jeruſalem had been deſtroyed; and you, 
liey at length, (though, for aught I know, you may 
ee have had predeceſſors in this preſurnprion) unable 


to reſiſt the evidence of //aiah's prophecies, con- 
tend that they are bombaſtical rant, without ap- 
plication, though the application is circumſtantial ; 
and deſtitute of meaning, though the meaning is 


ay ſo obvious that it cannot be miſtaken ; and that 

are, one of the moſt remarkable of, them, is not a pro- 
5 by phecy, but an hiſtorical compliment written after 
ten by the event. We will not, fir, give up Daniel and 
ad fil. St. Matthew to the impudent aſſertions of Porphy- 


ry and Voltaire, nor will we give up Iſaiah to your 


pt f 5 N 
l 294 aſſertion. Proof, proof, is what we require, and 
— not aſſertion; we will not relinquiſh our religion 
1 in obedience to your abuſive aſſertion reſpecting 


Lie prophets of God. That the wonderful abſur- 
dity of this hypotheſis may be more obvious to 


_ You, I beg you to conſidei that Cyrus was a Per- 
riting lian, had been brought up in the religion of his 
JEN country, and was probably addicted to the magi- 
— an ſuperſtition of two independent Beings, equal 
25 an in power but different in principle, one the author 
ndred ot light and of all good, the other the author of 
et darkneſs and all evil. Now is 4t probable that a 


d not captive jew, meaning to compliment the greatelt + 


E 2 Ar 


prince in the world, ſhould be ſo ſtupid as total 
the prince that his religion was a lie? © am t 
Lord, and there is none elſe, I form the light and cn. 
ate darkneſs, I make peace and create evil; I the Lai 
ds all theſe things.” | | 
But if you will perſevere in believing that the 
prophecy concerning Cyrus was written after the 
event, peruſe the burden of Babylon ; was that 
alſo written after the event? Were the Medes ta 
ſtirred up againſt Babylon? Was Babylon, the 
glory of the kingdoms, the beauty of the Chal. 
dees, then overthrown, and become as Sodom and 
Gomorrah? Was it then uninhabited? Wasit 
then neither fit for the Arabian's tent nor the 
herd's fold? Did the wild beaſts of the deſert the 
lie there? Did the wild beaſls of the iſlands thn 
cry in their deſolate houſes, and dragons in their 
pleaſant palaces ? Were Nebuchadnezzar and Be 
ſhazzar, the ſon and the grandſon, then cut off! 
Was Babylon hen become a poſſeſſion of the bit 
tern, and pools of water? Was it the ſwept with 
the beſom of deſtruction, ſo ſwept that the world 
knows not now where to find it ? 

I am unwilling to attribute bad deſigns, delibs 
Tate wickedneſs, to you, or to any man; I canndt 
avoid believing, that you think you have truth a 
your 1ide, and that you are doing ſervice to mate 
kind in endeavouring to root out what you eſteem oy 
ſuperſtition. What I blame you for is this—that 
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you have attempted to leſſen the authority of tht * 
Bible by ridicule, more than by reaſon ; that you Wd © 
have brought ſorward every petty objeclion which fn 


your ingenuity could diſcover, or your induſtry 2 
pick up, from the writings of others; and with ; 
out taking any notice of the anſwers which ban 
been repeatedly given to theſe objections, , 
urge and enſorce them as if they were new. There a 


( 69 ) 

is certainly ſome novelty, at leaſt in your manner, 
for you go beyond all others in boldneſs of aſſer- 
tion, and in profaneneſs of argumentation ; Bo- 
lingbroke and Voltaire muſt yield the palm of 
ſcurrility to Thomas Paine. 

Permit me to ſtate to you, what would, in my 
opinion, have been a better mode of proceeding ; 
better ſuited to the character of an honeſt man, 
ſince re in his endeavours to ſearch out truth. — 
Such a man, in reading the Bible, would, in the 


firſt place, examine whether the Bible attributed” 


to the Supreme Being any attributes repugnant to 
holineſs, truth, juſtice, goodneſs ; whether it re- 
preſented him as ſubjet to human infirmities ; 
whether it excluded him from the government of 


the world, or aſſigned the origin of it to chance, 
and an eternal conflict of atoms. Finding nothing 


of this kind in the Bible (for the deſtruction of 
the Canaanites by his expreſs command, I have 
ſhewn not to be repugnant to his moral jultice) he 


would, in the ſecond place, conſider that the Bi- 


ble being, as to many of its parts, a very old book, 
and written by various authors, and at different 
and diſtant periods, there might, probably, occur 
ſome difficulties and apparent contradictions in the 
hiſtorical part of it; he would endeavour to re- 
move theſe difficulties, to reconcile theſe apparent 
contradictions, by the rules of ſuch ſound criti- 
ciſm as he would uſe in examining the contents of 


any other book ; and if he found that moſt of 


them were of a trifling nature, ariſing from ſhort - 


additions inſerted into the text as explanatory and 
ſupplemental, or from miſtakes and omiſſions of 


tranſcribers, he would infer that all the reſt were 


capable of being accounted for, though he was 
not able to do it; and he would be the more will- 
ing to make this conceſſion, from obſerving, chat 
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there ran through the whole book an harmony and 
connection, utterly inconſiſtent with every idea cf 
forgery and deceit. He would then, in the thid 
Place, obſerve, that the miraculous and hiſtorical 
parts of this book were ſo intermixed, that they 
could nct be ſeparated ; that they muſt either both 
be true, or both falſe; and ſrom finding that. the 
hiſtorical part was as well or better authenticated 
than that of any other hiſtory, he would admit 
the miraculous part ; and to confirm himſelf in 
this belief, he would advert to the prophecies ; well 
knowing that the predidion of things to come, 
was as certain a proof of the divine interpoſition, 
as the performance of a miracle could be. If he 
ſhould find, as he certainly would, that many an- 
cient prophecies had been fulfilled in all their cir- 
cumſtances, and that ſome were fulfilling at this 
very day, he would not ſuffer a few ſeeming or 
real difficulties to overbalance the weight of this 
accumulated evidence for the truth of rhe Bible. 
Such, I preſume to think, would be a proper con- 
duct in all thoſe who are deſirous of forming a ra- 
tional and impartial judgment on the ſubject af 
revealed religion. To return: 

As to your obſervation, that the book of Ifaiah 
is (at leaſt in tranſlation) that kind of compoſi- 
tion and falſe taſte, which is properly called proſe 
run mad ; I have only ro remark, that your taſte 
for Hebrew poetry, even judging it from tranſſa- 

tion, would be more correct if you would ſuffer 


yourſelf to be informed on the ſubject by Biſhop N 
Lowth, who tells you in his Prelectians, that a p 
poem tranſlated literally from the Hebrew into it 
any other language, whilſt the ſame forms of the cc 
£ ſentences remain, will {ill retain, even as far as v 
< relates to verſification, much of its native dig- ſt 
nity, and à faint appearance of verſification. N 


Cir- 


8 * s F 


8. 7 


Ferre 


—— 


(16-3 
If this is what you mean by proſe run man, your 
obſervation may be admitted. 

You explain at ſome length your notion of the 
miſapplication made by St. Matthew, of the pro- 
phecy in Iſaiah, * Behold, a virgin ſhall conceive and 
bear a ſon.” That paſſage has been handled large- 
ly and minutely by almoſt every commentator, 
and is too important to be handled ſuperficially by 
any one: I am not on the preſent occaſion con- 
cerned to explain it. It is quoted by you to prove, 
and it is the only inſtance you produce that Iſai- 
ah was © a lying prophet and an impoſter.” Now I 
maintain, that this very inſtance proves, that he 
was a true prophet, and no impoſtor. The hiſto- 


| ry of the propbecy, as delivered in the ſeventh 


chapter, is this: Rezin king of Syria, and Pekah 
king of Iſrael, made war upon Ahaz king of Ju- 
dah ; not merely, or, perhaps, not at all, for the 
ſake of plunder or che conqueſt of territory, but 
with a declared purpoſe of making an entire revo- 
lation in the government of Judah, of deſtroying 
the royal houſe of David, and of placing another 
family on the throne. Their purpoſe is thus ex- 
preſſed, Let us ge up againſt Fudah, and vex it, 
and let us make a breach therein for us, and ſet a king 
in the midſt of it, even the fon of Tabeal. Now what 
did the Lord commiſſion Haiah to ſay to Ahaz ? 
Did he commiſſion him to ſay, the kings ſhall not 
vexthee? No. The kings ſhall not conquer thee? 
No.—The kings ſhall not ſucceed againſt thee ? 
No: he commiſſioned him to ſay, „It (the pur- 
poſe of the two kings) /hall not ſtand, neither ſhall 
it come lo paſt. I demand, Did it tand—did it 
come to paſs? Was any revolution effected? 
Was the royal houſe of David dethroned and de- 
ſtroyed? Was Tabeal ever made king of Judah ? 


No. The prophecy was perfectly accompliſhed. 


the houſe of David, and to make a revolution; 


David, reigned in his ſtead. 


e 
You ſay, * Inſtead of theſe two kings ſailing in their 
attempt againſt Ahaz, they ſucceeded ; Ahaz fed 
* was defeated and deſtroy:d.* I deny the fag; bo 
Ahaz was defeated, but not deſtroyed ; and even al 
the tau hundred thouſand women, and fons, ard for 
daughters,” whom you repreſent as carried into cap- 
tivity, were not carried into captivity ; they were to! 
made captives, but they were not carried into cap- 
tivity ; for the chief men of Samaria, being ad- 
moniſhed by a prophet, would not ſuffer Pekah to 
bring the captives into the land, They roſe up, 
and tool the captives, and with the ſpoil cloathed all that 
auere naked among them, and arrayed them, and ſhed in 
them, and gave them to eat and to drink, and ano inted Ve 
them, and carried all the feeble of them ufon aſſes (ſome 72 
humanity, you ſee; amongſt thoſe Iſraelites, whom 
you every where repreſent as barbarous brutes) ot 
and brought them to Ferichs, the city palm. trees, to 
their brethren.” 2 Chron. xxviii. 15. The kings did 
fail in their attempt ; their attempt was to deſtroy 


but they made no revolution, they did not deftroy 
the houſe of David, for Ahaz ſlept with his fa- 
thers; and Hezekiah, his ſon, of the houſe of 


* 3 
LETTER VI. 


' 


Arrzer what I conceive to be a great miſre- 
preſentation of the character and conduct of. Je- 
remiah, you bring forward an objection which 
Spinoza and others before you had much inſiſted 


a ee «a ee gg & tn = Qu . 


(9 


upoti, though it is an objection which neither ak. 


fets the genuineneſs, nor the authenticity, of the 
book of ſeremiah, any more than the blunder of 


2 bookbinder, in miſplacing the ſheets of your per- 


formance, would leſſen its authority. The ob- 
jection is, that the book of Jeremiah has been put 
together in a diſordered ſtate. It is acknowledg- 
ed, that the order of time is not every where ob- 
ſerved; but the cauſe of the confuſion is not 
known. Some attribute it to Baruch collecting 
into one volume all the ſeveral prophecies which 
Jeremiah had written, and negleQing to put them 
in their proper places ;—others think that the ſe- 
veral parts of the work were at firſt properly ar- 
ranged, but that through accident, or the care- 
leſſneſs of tranſcribers, they were deranged ;= 


others contend, that there is no confuſion ; that 


prophecy differs from hiſtory, in not being ſubje& 
to an accurate obſerrance of time and order. But 
leaving this matter to be ſettled by critical diſcuſ- 
ſion, let us come to a matter of greater import- 


ance; to your charge againſt Jeremiah for his 
duplicity, and ſor his falſe prediction. Firſt, as 


to his duplicity : | 


Jeremiah, on account of his having boldly pre- 


dicted the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, had been thruſt 
into a miry dungeon by the princes of Judah who 
ſought his life ; there he would have periſhed, had 


not one of the eunuchs taken compaſſion on him, 
and petitioned king Zedekiah in his favour, ſaying, 
* Theſe men the princes ) have done evil in all that 
* they have done to Jeremiah the prophet ; (n 


* ſmall teſtimony this, of the probity of the prophet's cha- 


* rater } whom they have caſt into the dungeon, 


* and he is like to die for hunger.“ On this repre- 


ſentation Jeremiah was taken- out of the dungeon 


dy an order from the king, who ſoon afterwardy 


I 
4 


— — — - 


4 - n — f F 2 _ : * 9 ESI 
ad "ey, - * ＋ — 8 * — Fs. >> - . * 
2 ˙ Ä! K̃2ßX„»“—œwW 4 — ——— — — 8 ————— — — + — ee + — 
* 


. ; — . a 
MS oo oa Voir — —, 2 4,4 


* ** 


— 


ſhalt nat die. But if the princes hear that I have talk. 


- alfs what the king ſaid unto thee : then thou ſhalt ſay 
all theſe words that the king had commanded ”” Thus 


Maid that he told the princes he went to make his 


- Tenewed it; but be that as it may, I contend that 


Puffendorf, which I am not obliged to declare to 


(14) 


ſent privately for him, and deſired him to conceal 
nothing from him, binding himſelf, by an oath, 
that, whatever might be the nature of his pro. 
phecy, he would not put him to death, or deliver 
him into the hands of the princes who ſought his 
life. Jeremiah delivered to him the purpoſe of God 
reſpecting the fate of. Jeruſalem. The conference 
being ended, the king anxious to perform his oath, 
to preſerve the life of the prophet, diſmiſſed him, 
ſaying, Let no man know of theſe words, and thin 


ed with thee, and they come unto t hee, and ſay unto thee, 
Declare unto us now what thou haſt ſaid unto the king, 
hide it not from us, and wwe will nat put thee to death; 


unto them, I preſented my ſupplication before the king, 
that he would not cauſe me to return to Jonathan's; il 
houſe to die there. Then came all the princes unto Je. 

remiah, and aſked him, and he told them according 1 


you remark, * This man of God, as he is called, 
© could tell a lie, or very ſtrongly prevaricate, for 
certainly he did not go to Zedekiah to make his 
© ſapplication, neither did he make it. It is not 


ſupplication, but that he preſerted it: now it is ſaid 
in the preceding chapter, that he did make the ſup- 
plication, and it is probable, in this conference he 


Jeremiah was not guilty of duplicity, or, in more 
intelligible terms, that he did not violate any law 
of nature, or of civil ſociety, in what he did on this 
occaſion. He told the truth, in part, to fave his 
life ; and he was under no obligation to tell the 
whole to men who were certainly his enemies, and 
no good ſubjects to his king. In a matter, ſays 


(- 996-1] 


« another, if I cannot with ſafety, conceal the 
« whole, I may fairly diſcover no more than a 
part.“ Was Jeremiah under any obligation to de- 
clare to the princes what had paſſed in his confe- 
rence with the king? You may as well ſay, that 
the houſe of lords has a right to compel privy- 
counſellors to reveal the king's ſecrets. The king 
cannot juſtly require a privy-counſellor to tell a 
lie for him; but he may require him not to di- 
vulge his counſels to thoſe who have no right ro 
| know them. Now for the falſe prediction: I will 


ive the deſcription of it in your own words: 

In the 34th chapter is a prophecy of Jeremiah 
© to Zedekiab, in theſe words, ver. 2.— Thus ſaith 
* the Lord, Behold, I will give this city into the 


© hands of the king of Babylon, and will burn it 
with fire, and thou ſhalt not eſcape out of his 
hand, but thou ſhalt ſurely be taken, and deli- - 
vered into his hand; and thine eyes ſhall behold 
* the eyes of the king of Babylon, and he ſhall 
© ſpeak with thee mouth to mouth, and thou ſhalt 


go to Babylon.” Yet hear the word of the Lord, 
O Zedekiah, King of Judah; thus ſaith the Lord, 
Thou ſhalt not die by the ſword, but thou ſhalt 
die in peace; and with the burnings of thy fa- 
* thers, the former kings that were before thee, ſo 
* ſhall they burn odours for thee, and will lament 
* thee, ſaying, Ah, Lord! for 1 have pronoun- 
*ced the word, ſaith the Lord.“. 

* Now, inſtead of Zedekiah beholding the eyes 
* of the king of Babylon, and ſpeaking with him 
mouth to mouth, and dying in peace, and with 
the burnings of odours, as at the funeral of his 
* fathers (as Jeremiah had declared the Lord him- 
* telf had pronounced) the reverſe, according. to 
* the 52d chapter, was the cafe: it js there ſtated,  - 
*.verle 10, That the king of Babylon flew the 


L206) 

ſons of Zedekiah before his eyes; then he pm 
out the eyes of Zedekiab, and bound bans in o 
* chains, and carried him to Babylon, and put 
nim in priſon till che day of his death.“ What 
can we ſay of theſe prophets, but that they are 
* impoſtors and liars ?* I can ſay this, — that the 
26 you have produced, was fulfilled in all _ 
is parts. And what then ſhall be ſaid of thoſe } hi 
U Jeremiah a liar and an impoſter? Here 
then we are fairly at iſſue: you affirm that the 
prophecy was not - fulfilled, and 1 athrm that it 
was fulfilled in all its parts. 7 wi give this city 
inte the hands of the king of Babylon, and be ſhall 
burn it with fire ; 2 ſo — the prophet, what ſays 
the hiſtory? They,“ the forces of the king of 
Babylon, 0 burnt the houſe of God, and brake deus 
the walls of Jeruſalem, and burnt all the places theraf 
with fire.” 2 Chron. xxxvi. 19.) * Thou ſhalt mt 
eſcape out of bis hand, but ſhalt furely be taken and 
delivered into his band ſo ſays the prophet ; what 
| fays the hiſtory? © The men of war fied by night, 
| and the king vent the way towards the plain, and tte 
army of the Chaldees purſued ufier the king, and over. 
took him in the plains of Jericho: and all his arm 
were ſcattered from him : fo they took the king, and 
brought him up to the king of Babylon, 10 Nil- 
lab.“ (2 Kings, xxv.5.) The prophet goes on, 
« Thine eyes ſhall behold the eyes of the king of Baty- 
lon, — be ſhall ſpeak with thee mouth to — No 
| t circumſtance this to Zedekiah, who had 
provoked the king of Babylon by revolting from 
him! The hiſtory ſays, The king of Babylon gate 
Judgment upon Zedeliab, or, as it is more literally 
rendered jrom the Hebrew, „ ſpeak judgments wild 
kim at Riblah.““ The prophet concludes this pan 
with, © And thou ſhalt go 10 Babylon ;" the hiſtory 
lays, © The king of Balylon boand him in chains, and 
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xt carri:d lim to Babylon, and put him in prifon till the 
in {ry 5f his death.” Jer. Iii. 11. “ Thow ſhalt not die - 
put by the feuord.” He did not die by the ſword, he 
ba WW 4 v: fall in battle. © Bat thou ſhalt die in peace.” 
my He did die in peace; he neither expired on the 
N zack, or on the ſcaffold; was neither ſtrangled, 


nor impriſoned ; no unſual fate of captive kings 
be died peaceably in his bed, though that bed was 
in a priſon. And with the burnings of thy fathers 
{hall they burn odours fer thee.” I cannot prove from 
the hiitory that this part of the prophecy was ac- 
compliſhed, nor can you prove that it was not. 
The probability is, that it was accomphſhed ; and 
] have two reaſons on which I ground this proba» 
bility : Danicl, Shadrach, Meſchach, and Abed- 
nego, to ſay nothing of other jews, were men.of 
great authority in the court of the king of Baby- 1 
lon, before and after the commencemenc of the _ | 
impriſonment of Zedekiah; and Daniel continu- 
ed in power till the ſubverſion of the kingdom of 
Babylon by Cyrus. Now it ſeems to me to be 
very probable, that Daniel, and the other great | 
men of the jews, would both have inclination to = 
requeſt, and influence enough with the king of 
Babylon, to obtain permiſſion to bury their de- 
ceaſed prince Zedekiah, after the manner of his 

fathers. But if there bad been no jews at Baby- 

lon of conſequence enough to make ſuch a requeſt, 

{till it is probable that the king of Babylon would 

have ordered the jews to bury and lameut their 

departed prince, after the manner of their coun- 
try. Monarchs, like other men, are conſcious of = 
the inſtability of human condition; and when the | 
pomp of war has ceaſed, when the infolence of | 
conqueſt is abated, and the fury of reſentment 

lublided, they ſeldom fail to revere royalty in its 
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ruins, and grant, without reluctance, proper ch. 
ſequies to the remains of captive kings. 

You profeſs to have been particular in treating 

of the books aſcribed to Iſaiah and Jeremiah. 

- Particular ! in what? You have particularized 


two or three paſſages, which you have endeavour. all 

ed to repreſent as obj ectionable, and which I hope 

have been ſhewn to the reader's ſatisfaction, to be __ 

not juſtly liable to your cenfure ; and you have wad 

| maſſed over all the other parts of theſe books with. br 

dodut notice. Had yon been particular in your ex. but 
amination, you would have found cauſe to admire Ol 

the probity and the intrepidity of the character tre 

. of the authors of them; you would have met with 2 

4 many inſtances of ſublime compoſition; and, el 
what is of more conſequence, with many mſtances _ 

of prophetical veracity : particularities of theſe 850 

kinds you have wholly overlooked. I cannot ac- wh 

count for this; I bave no right, no inclination, to ra 

call you a diſhoneſt man; am I juſtified in conſi. ” 

derivg you as a man not altogether deſtitute of F 
ingenuity, bur ſo entirely under the dominion ef Tac 
prejudice in every thing reſpecting the Bible, that, * 

: like a corrupted judge, previouſly determined to * 
give ſentence on one fide, you ate negligent in the * 

1 examination of truth? . 
i You proceed to the reſt of the prophets, and you c 
i! take them collectively, carefully however ſelec- F.l 
| ting for your obſervations ſuch particularities as «4 
are beſt calculated, to render, if poflible, the pro- Ty 

phets odious or ridiculous in the eyes of your rea- 7 

ders. You confound prophets with poets and mu- . 

ſicians: I would diftinguith them thus; many "= * 

prophets were poets and muſicians, but all poets 15 


and muſicians were not prophets. P rophecies 
were often delivered in poetic language and mea- 
ſure; but flights and metaphors of the jewiſ 
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poets have not, as you affirm, been fooliſhly erec- 
ted into what are now called prophecies ; they are 
now called, and have always been called prophe- 
cies, becauſe they were real predictions, ſome of 
which have received, ſome are now receiving, and 
all will receive, their full accompliſhment. _ 
That there were falſe prophets,. witches, necro- 
mancers, conjurers, fortune-tellers, among the 
jews, no perſon will attempt to deny; no nation, 
barbarous or civilized, has been without them: 
W but when you would degrade the prophets of the 
Old Teſtament, to a level with theſe conjuring, 
dreaming, {trolling gentry :- when you would re- 
preſent them as ſpending their lives in fortune- 
telling, caſting nativities, predicting riches, for- 
tunate or unfortunate marriages, conjuring for loſt 
goods, &c. I muſt be allowed to ſay, that you 
wholly miſtake their office, and miſrepreſent their. 
character: their office was to convey to the chil- 
dren of Iſrael, the commands, the promiſes and 
the threatnings of Almighty God; and their cha- 
rater was that of men ſuſtaining, with. fortitude, 
perſecution in the diſcharge of their duty. There 
were falſe prophets, in abundance amongſt the 
jeus; and if you oppoſe theſe to the true prophets, . 
Ind call them both party prophets, you have the 
liberty of doing ſo, but you will not thereby con- 
found the diſtinction between truth and falſehood. 
Falſe prophets are ſpoken of with deteſtation in 
many parts of ſcripture, particularly by Jeremiah, 
ba accuſes them of propheſying lies in the name 
{ the Lord, ſaying, ** [ have dreamed, I bave 
ned: —Bebold, I am againſt the prophets, ſaith 
| bb: Lord, that uſe their tongues, and ſay, He faith ; 
bat propheſy falſe dreams, and cauſe my people to err 
ber lies and by their lightneſs,” Jeremial cau- 
oned his country men againſt giving credit te 
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ol theſe gentry, than they were thought of — ue 


di, faith the Lord. And of thy fons that ſhall iſe 
| and they ſhall be eunuchs in the palace of the king c 


the Lord, and the treaſures of the king's houls 


( 9»: 
their kgs to their diviners, to their dream 


ers, to their enchanters, to their ſorcerers, 4 
ſpeak unto you, ſaying, Te ſhall not ſerve the King 


Babylon.” You cannot think more conn 


true prophets at the time they lived; but, as þ 
remiah fays on this ſubject, . what is the chaff ts toil 
auheat What are the falſe prophets to the try 
ones? Every thing good is Itable to abuſe ; bull 
who argues againſt the uſe of a thing from th 
abuſe of it? againſt phyſicians, becauſe there an 
pretenders to phyſic? Was Ifaiah a fortune · tea 

predicting riches, when he ſaid to king Hezekig, 
« Behold, the days come, that all this in thine bub 
and that which thy fathers have laid up in ſtore mi 
this day, ſhall be carried to Babylon ; nothing ſhall k 


from thee, «which thou ſhalt beget, ſhall they take away 


bylon.” Fortune-tellers generally predict goof 
luck to their ſimple cuſtomers, that they my 
make ſomething by their trade; but Iſaiah pri 
dias to a monarch the deſolation of his count, 
and ruin of his family. This prophecy was ſpoka 
an the year before Chriſt 1713; and, above a 
hundred years afterwards, it - was accompliſhed; 
when NebuchaUnezzar took Jeruſalem, and cu. 
ried out thence all the treaſures of the houſe dj 


(2 Kings xxiv. 13.) and when he commanded it 
maſter of his eunuchs (Dan. i. 3.) that he ſhow 
take certain of the children of Iſrael, and of it 
king's feed, and of the princes, and educate the 
for three years, till they were able to ſtand betar 
the king. | 
Jehoram, king of Iſrael, Jehoſhaphat, ts f 
Judah, and the king of Edom, going with 


6 3 
armies to make war on the king of Moab, came 
into a place where there was no water either for 
their men or cattle. In this diſtreſs they waited 
upon Eliſha (an high bonour for one of your con- 
jurors) by the advice of Jehoſhaphat, who knew 
that the word of the Lord was. with him. The 
prophet, on ſeeing Jehoram, an idolatrous prince, 
who had revolted from the worſhip of the true 
God, come to conſult him, ſaid to him Get 
tler lo the prophets of thy father, and the prophets of thy 
mther.” This, you. think, ſhews Eliſha to have 
veen a party prophet, full of venom and vulgari- 
ty—it ſhews him to have been a man of great cou- 
who reſpected the dignity of his own cha- 
rater, the ſacredneſs of his office as a praphet of 
God, whoſe duty it was to reprove the wickedneſs 
of kings, as of other men. He ordered them to 
make the valley where they were full of ditches: 
—this, you ſay, every Tountryman could have told, 

that the way to get water was to dig far it: - but 
this is not a true repreſentation of the caſe ; the 
WT ditches were not dug that water might be gotten 
by digging for it, but that they might hold che 
water when it ſhould miraculouſly come * auithout 
wind or rain, from another country; and it did 
come * from the way of Edam, and the country was 
filled with water.” —As to Eliſha's curſing thehttle 
children who had mocked him, and their deſtruc- 
tion in conſequence of his imprecation, the whole 
ſtory muſt be taken together. The provocation he 
received, is, by ſome, conſidered as an inſult of- 
fered to him, not as a man but as a prophet, and 
that the perſons who offered it were not what we 
underſtand by little children, but grown-up 

youths ; the term child being applied, in the He- 
brew language, to grown-up perſons. Be this as 

F | | 


the truth of chriſtianity. As to your ſaying, that 
the interpretations which commentators and prieſts 


The Year of our Saviour's Crucifixion aſces 


% have an aſtronomical demonſtration of tit 


the prophetic year of the Meſliah's being cn 
ot, was the very fame with the aſtronomical 


6820 
it may, the cyrſing was the act of the prophet; 
had ic been a fin, it would not have been Followed 
by a miraculous deſtruction of the offenders; for 
this was the act of God, who beſt knows who de. 
ſerve puniſhment. What effect ſuch a ſignal jadg. 
ment had on the idolatrous inhabitants of the land, 
is no where faid: but it is probable it was nd 
without a goad effect. 

Ezekiel and Daniel lived during the Babylonia 
captivity ; you allow their writings to be genuine. 
In this you differ from ſome of the greateſt ad 
. of chriſtianity ; and in my opinion, cut 
up, by this conceſſion, the very root of your whole 
performance. It is next to an impoſſibility for 
any man, who admits the book of Daniel to be: 
genuine book, and who examines that book with 
intelligence and impartiality, to refuſe his aſſent to 


have made of theſe books, only ſhew the fraud, or 
the extreme folly, to which — and prieſ. 
craft can go, I conſider it as nothing but a proc 
of the extreme folly or fraud to which prejudice 
and infidelity can carry a minute ohilofopher— 
You profeſs a fondneſs for ſcience ; I will refer you 
to a ſcientific man, who is neither a commentator 
nor a prieft,—to Ferguſon In a tract entitled- 


tained ; and the darkneſs, at the time of his en 
cifixion, proved to be ſupernatural.” This rea 
philoſopher interprets the remarkable prophecy u 
the gth chapter of Daniel, and concludes his di 
ſertation in the following words: “ Thus * 


« truth of this ancient prophecy, ſeeing thi 
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J have ſome where read an account of a ſolemn 
diſputation which was held at Venice in the laſt 
century, between a jew and a chriſtian : the chriſ- 
tian ſtrongly argued from Daniel's prophecy of 
the ſeventy weeks, that Jeſus was the Meſſiah 
whom the jews had long expected, from the pre- 
ditions of their prophets: the learned Rabbi, 
who preſided at this diſputation, was ſo forcibly 
ſtruck by the argument, that he put an end to the 
buſineſs, by ſaying, *-Ler us ſhut up our Bibles; 

« for if we proceed in the examination of this pro- 

« phecy, it will make us all become chriſtians.” 
Was it a ſimilar apprehenſion which deterred you 
from ſo much as opening the book of Daniel? 
You have not produced from it one -exceptionable 
paſſage. I hope you will read that book with at- 
tention, with intelligence, and with an unbiaſſed 
mind follow the advice of our Saviour when he 
quoted this very prophecy, ** Let him that readeth 
underſtand,” and I ſhall not deſpair of your con- 
verſion from deiſm to chriſtianity. 

In order to diſcredit the authority of the books 
which you allow to be genuine, you form a ſtrange 
and prodigious hy potheſis concerning Ezekiel and 
Daniel, for which there is no manner of founda- 
tion either in hiſtory or probability. You ſuppoſe 
theſe two men to have had no-dreams, no viſions, 
no revelation from God Almighty ; but to have 
pretended to theſe things; and, under that diſ- 
guiſe, to have carried on an enigmatical correſ- 
pondence relative to the recovery. of their country 
from the Babylonian yoke. That any man in 
bis ſenſes ſhould frame or adopt ſuch an hypothe- 
lis, ſhould have fo little regard to his own reputa- 
tion as an impartial inquirer aſter truth, ſo little 
reſpect for the underſtanding of his readers, as to 

| | Fa e 
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obtrude it on, the world, would have appeared an 


to paſs, we have, as biſhop Newton obſerves, © the 


- prophecy, it would have been a haſty concluſion, 


| that no period can be pointed out from the age d 


* 


the trade of Egypt, which was carried on the 
' 28 at preſent, by caravans, by the foot of m 


fact. 


Shall paſs through it, neither ſhall it be inhabitei ſir 
Fears: this, you ſay, never came to pals, and 


* his affairs in Egypt, and committed the cap i 


of Egypt, at ſo remote a period, being no where 
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incredible circumſtance, had not you made it 2 


You quote a chapter in Ezekiel; in the 29th 
chapter, ver. 11, ſpeaking of Egypt, it is faid, 
No fect of man ſhall paſs through it, nor fact of beaff 


« conſequently it is falſe, as all the books I have 
« already reviewed are. Now that this did come 


W , 


&« teſtimonies of Megaſthenes and Beroſus, two 
« heathen hiſtorians, who lived about 3co years 
4 before Chriſt ; one of whom affirms, expreſsly, 
that Nebuchadnezzar conquered the 

„ part of Africa; and the other affirms it, in & 
« fet, in ſaying, that when Nebuchadnezzar 
&« heard of the death of his father, having ſettled 
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« tives whom he took in Egypt to the care d 
“ ſome of his friends to bring them after him, he 
& haſted directly to Babylon.” And if we had 
been poſſeſſed of no teftimony in ſupport of the 


that the prophecy never came to paſs ; the hiſtory 


accurately and circumſtantially related. I admit 


Ezekiel to the preſent, in which there was no foot 
of man or beaſt to be ſeen for forty years in al 
Egypt ; but ſome think that only a part of Egypt 
is here ſpoken of; and ſurely you do not expe@a 
literal accompliſhment of an hyperbolical exp 
ſion, denoting gieat deſolation; importing thi 
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and beaſt, thould be annihilated. Had you tag 


. 

me trouble to have looked a little farther into the 
book from which you have made your quotation, 
you would have there ſeen a piophecy delivered 
above two thouſand years ago, and which has 
been fulfilling from that time to this; « ZEpypt 
ſhall be the baſeſt of the kingdoms, neither ſhall it exait 
itſelf any more above the nation: ; there ſhall be ns 
more a prince of the land of Egypt. This you may 
call a dream, a viſion, a lie: I eſteem it a won- 
derful prophecy; for * as is the prophecy, fo has 
been the event. Egypt was conquered by the Babylo- 
ian; and after the Babylonians by the Perſaans ; and © 
ofter the Perſians it became ſubjedt to the Macedonians ; 
aud after the Macedonians to the Romans; and after 
the Romans to tle Saracens; and then to the Mamas 
lat; and is now a province of the Turkiſh empire.” 
Suffer me to produce to you from this author, 
not an enigmatical letter to Damel reſpecting the 
recovery ot Jeruſalem from the hands of the king 
of Babylon, but an enigmatical prophecy con- 
cerning Zedekiah the king of Jeruſalem, before 
it was taken by the Chaldeans: / will bring bim, 
(Zedekiah) to Babylon, to the land of the Chaldeans ; 
yet ſhall he not ſee it, though he ſhall die there.” —- 
How ! not ſee Babylon, when he ſhould die there} 
How, moreover, is this conſiſtent, you may aſk, 
with what Jeremiah had foretold, that Zedekiah 
ſhould fee the eyes of the king of Babylon? This dark- 
nels of expreſſion, and apparent contradiction be- 
tween the two prophets, induced Zedekials (as Jo- 
ſephus informs nt yew give no credit to either of 
hem; yet he unhappily experienced, and the fact 
is worthy your obſervation, the truth of them 
both. He ſaw the eyes of the king of Babylon, 
not at Babylon, but at Rihlah; his eyes were there 
put out, and he was carried to Babylon, yet he 
la it not; and thus were the predictions of both 


Sr I>- * — 
X 5 


— — . NE ASD wh 


" — — 
— ——— Ow — — — — # > —u—ꝛ— — — 
- Ca 


— — 
2 = 2 . 


4 48 1 7 e | 
— . - —— 2 * * 2 * 1 Fd i 5 
wy — = PEI . end _ W TS OAT He 
* = _ — <tr —— I. 1 * " d 
2 - = 2 
eee „„ „ AS — — Ra © - 
— 0 TY —ů — — . — ́— 2 — — —— — Ms 
- 


— ICY 
* 4 o — 
3 * 
— 2 2 ——— ꝶ·ſ 5 ˙*̃ ̃ — — — r 
* 
- 
9 5 
4 * 


( 86 ) 


the prophets verified, and the enigma of Ezekie] 
explained. £ ; 
As to your wonderful diſcovery that the pro- 


phecy of Jonah is a book of ſome Gentile, © and 


that it has been written as a fable, to expoſe 
4 the nonſenſe, and to ſatirize the vicious and ma- 
« lignant character of a Bible prophet, or a pre- 
« dicting prieſt,” I ſhall put it, covered with hel. 


lebore, for the ſervice of its author, on the ſame 
" ſhelf with your hypotheſis concerning the conlpi- 


racy of Daniel and Ezekiel, and ſhall not ſay an- 


other word about it. . 


You conclude your objections to the Old Teſta 
ment in a triumphant ſtyle ; an angry opponent 
would ſay, in a ſtyle of extreme arrogance, and 


fottiſh ſelf-ſufficiency. I have gone, you ſay, 
* through the Bible (miſtaking here, as in other 


places, the Old Teſtament for the Bible) as a 


* man would go through a wood, with an axe on 
« his ſhoulders, and fell trees ; here they lie ; and 
© the prieſts, if they can, ay replant them. They 
may, perhaps, ſtick them in the ground, but 
« they will never grow.” And is it poſſible that 
you ſhould think ſo highly of your performance, 
as to believe, that you have thereby demoliſbed 
the authority of a book, which Newton himſeli 
eſteemed the moſt authentic of all hiſtories — 
which, by its celeſtial light, illumines the darkeſt 
apes of antiquity ; which is the touchſtone where- 
by we are enabled to diſtinguiſh between true and 
fabulous theology, between the God of Iſrael, 
boly, juſt, and good, and the impure rabble 0 
beathen Baalim ; which has been thought, dj 
competent judges, to have afforded matter for 
the laws of Solon, and a foundation for the ph 
loſophy of Plato; which has been illuſtrated by 
the labour of learning, in all ages and countis; 


1 
2nd been admired and venerated for its piety, its 
ſublimity, its-veracity, by all who were able to 
read and underſtand it? No, fir; you have gone 
indeed through the wood, with the beſt intention 
in the world to cut it down ; but you have merely 
buſied yourſelf in expoſing to vulgar contempt a 
few unſightly ſhrubs, which good men had con- 
cealed from public view; you have entangled 
yourſelf in thickets of thorns and briars ; you have 
loſt your way on the mountains of Lebanon; the 
goodly cedar trees whereot, lamenting the mad- 
neſs, and pitying the blindneſs of your rage a- 
gainſt them, have fcorned the blunt edge and the 
baſe temper of your axe, and laughed unhurt at 
the feebleneſs of your ſtroke. 

In plain language, you have 2 through the 
Old Teſtament hunting after diihculties, and you 
have found ſome real ones ; theſe you have endea- 
voured to magnify into inſurmountable objections 
to the authority of the whole book. When it is 
conſidered that the Old Teſtament is compoſed 
of ſeyeral books, written by different authors, and 
at different periods, from Moſes to Malachi, com- 
priſing an abſtracted hiſtory of a particular nation 
tor above a thouſand years, I think the real diffi- 
culties which occur in it are much fewer, and of 
much leſs importance, than could reaſonably have 


been expected. Apparent difficulties you have re- 


preſented as real ones, without hinting at the man- 
ner in which they have been explained. You have 
ridiculed things held moſt ſacred, and calumnia- 
ted characters eſteemed moſt venerable ; you have 
excited the ſcoffs of the profane; increaſed the 
ſcepticiſm of the doubtful ; ſhaken the faith of 
the unlearned ; ſuggeſted cavils to the . diſputers 
of this wworld;” and perplexed the minds of honeſt - 
men who with to worſhip the God of their fathers 


(88 ) 
in fincerity and truth. This and more you have 
done in going through the Old Teſtament ; but 


you have not ſo much as glanced at the great de. 


ſign of the whole, at the harmony and mutual 
dependence of the ſeveral parts. You have ſaid 
nothing of the wiſdom of Gad in ſelecting a par. 
ticular people from the reſt of mankind, not for 
their own ſakes, but that they might witneſs to 
the whole world, in ſucceſſive ages, his exiſtence 
and attributes ; that they might be an inſtrument 
of ſubverting idolatry ; of declaring the name of 
the God of Iſrael throughout the whole earth, 
It was through this nation that the Egyptians faw 
the wonders of God; that the Canaanites (whom 
wickedneſs had made a reproach to human nature 

felt his judgments ; that the Babylonians iſſued 
their decrees —* That none ſhould dare to ſpeak ami 
ef the God of Iſrael : that all ſhould fear and tremble 
- before him :“ —and it is through them that you and 
I, and all the world, are not at this day worſhip- 
pers of idols. You have ſaid nothing of the good- 
neſs of God, in promiſing, that through the ſecd 
of Abraham, all the nations of the earth were to 
be bleſſed ; that the defire of all nations, the bleſs 
ing of Abraham to the Gentiles ſhould come. You 
have paſſed by all the prophecies reſpecting the 
coming of the Meſſiah ; though they abſolutely 
fixed the time of his coming, and of his being 
cut off; deſcribed his office, character, condition, 
ſufferings, and death, in ſo circumſtantial a man- 
ner, that we cannot but be aſtoniſhed at the accu- 
racy of their completion in the perſon of Jeſus 
of Nazareth. You have negleQed noticing the 
teſtimony of the whole jewiſh nation to the rruth 
both of the natural and miraculous fas recorded 
in the Old Teſtament. That we mar better judge 
of the weight of this teſtimony, let us ſuppole 
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t God ſhould now manifeſt himſelf to us, as 
e contend he did to the Ifrachtes in Egypt, in 
me deſert, and in the land of Canaan; and that 
e hould continue theſe manifeſtations of himſelf 
o our poſterity for a thouſand years or more, pu- 
iſhing or rewarding them according as they diſo- 
Wb: cd or obeyed his commands ; what would you 
erpect ſhoald be the iſſue ? You would expect that 
our poſterity would, in the remoteſt period of time, 
adhere to their God, and maintain againſt all op- 
ponents, the truth of the books in which the diſ- 
penſations of God to us and to our ſucceffors, had 
deen recorded. They would not yield to the ob- 
jections of men, who, not having experienced the 
ſame divine government, ſhould, | for want of ſuch 
experience, refuſe aſſent to their teſtimony. No; 
they would be to then ſurrounding nations, what 
the jews are to us, witneſſes of the exiſtence and 
of the moral government of God. - | 


— — 


LETTER VII. 


Tn E New Teſtament, they tell us, is founded 
* upon the prophecies of the Old; if fo, it muſt 
follow the fate of its foundation. Thus you 
open your attack upon the New Teſtament ; and 
I agree with you, that the New Teſtament muſt 
follow the fate of the Old; and that fate is to re- 
main unimpaired by ſuch efforts as you have made . 
agunkt it. The New Teſtyment, however, is not 
founded ſolely on the-prophecies of the Old, If 


EF: 

an heathen from Athens or Rome, who had 2 
ver heard of the prophecies of the Old Teſtamen, 
had been an eye-witneſs of the miracles of Jeſus 
he would have made ſhe ſame concluſion that the 
jew Nicodemus did—* Rabbi, we know that tho 
art a teacher come from God; for no man can d 
theſe*miracles that thou Sl. except God be with 
him.” Our Saviour tells the jews, — ad ye belies 
ed Moſes, ys would havebelieved me ; for be wrote of me? 
and he bids them ſearch the ſcriptures, for they 
teſtified of him: but, notwithſtanding this appeal 
to the prophecies of the Old Teſtament, Jeſus faid 
to the jews, * Though ye believe not me, believe il 
- evorks**—*< believe me for the very works” ſake —7 
had not done among them the wworks which none alli 
man did, they had not had fin.” Theſe are ſufficient 
proofs that the truth of Chriſt's miſſion was n« 
even to the Jews, much leſs to the Gentiles, found. 
ed ſolely on the truth of the prophecies of the Old 
Teſtament. So that if you could prove ſome & 
theſe prophecies to have been miſapplied, and not 
completed in the perſon of Jeſus, the truth of, the 
chriſtian religion would not thereby be overturned. 
That Jeſus of Nazareth was the perſon, in whom 
all the prophecies, direct and typical, in the Old 
- Teſtament, reſpecting the Miſſiah, were fulfilled, 
1s a propoſition founded on thoſe prophecies, and 
to be proved by comparing with the hiliory of bs 
life. That Jeſus was a prophet ſent from God, 
vone propoſi tion that Jeſus was the prophet, the 
Meſſiah, is another; and though he certainly ws 
both 2 prophet. and the prophet, yet the foundy 
tions of the proof of theſe 9 are ſepa 
rate and diſtinct. 
The mere exiſtence © of ſuch a woman as Mary 

« and of ſuch a man as Joſeph, and Jeſus,” 5 
you ſay, a matter of indifference, about 
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there is no ground either to believe or to diſbelieve. 
Belief is different from knowledge, with which 
you here ſeem to confound it. We know that the 
whole is greater than its part; and we know that 
all the angles in the ſame ſegment of a circle are 
equal to each other ; we have intuition and de- 
monſtration as grounds of this knowledge; but 
there is no ground for belief of paſt or future ex- 
tence ? Is there no ground for believing that the 
ſan will exiſt to-morrow, and that your father ex- 
ited before you? You condeſcend, however, to 
think it probable, that there were ſuch perſons as 
Mary, Joſeph, and Jeſus ; and, without troubling 
yourſelf about their exiſtence or non-exiſtence, 
aſuming, as it were, for the ſake of argument, 
but wichout poſitively granting, their exiſtence, 
you proceed to inform us, © that it is the fable of 
« Teſus Chriſt, as told in the New Teſlament, and 
« the wild and viſionary doctrine raiſed thereon,” 
againſt which you contend. You will not repute 
it a fable, that there was ſuch a man as jeſus 
Chriſt; that he lived in Judea near eighteen hun- 
dred years ago; that he went about doing good, 
and preaching, not only in the villages of Galilee, 
but in the city of Jeruſalem; that he had ſeveral 
followers who conſtantly attended him; that he 
was put to death by Pontius Pilate ; that his diſei- 
ples were numerous a few years after his death, 
not only in Judea, but in Rome the capital of the 
world, and in every province of the Roman em 
pire; that a particular day has been obſerved in 
a religious manner by all his followers, in com- 
memoration of a real or ſuppoſed reſurrection ; 
and that the conſtant celebration of baptiſm, and 
of the Lord's ſupper, may be traced back from 
the preſent time to him, as the author of thoſe in- 
ſtitutions. Theſe things conſtitute, 1 ſuppoſe, no 
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part of your fable; and if theſe things be fads 
they will, when maturely conſidered, draw after 
them ſo many other things related in the New 
Teſtament concerning Jeſus, that there will be lk 
for your fable but very ſcanty materials, which 
will require great fertility of invention before yay 
will dreſs them up into any form which will na 
diſguſt even a ſuperficial obſerver. | 
15 The miraculous conception you eſteem a fable, 
and in your mind it is an obſcene fable. Impure 
indeed mult that man's imagination be, who can 
diſcover any obſcenity in the angel's declaration 0 
to Mary: Tue Holy Ghoſt ſhall come upon thes 
and the power of the Higheſt ſhall overſhadeau tber: 
therefore that Holy thing which ſhall be born of the 
ſhall be called the Son of God.” I wonder you do 
not find obſcenity in Geneſis, where it is ſaid, 
« The Spirit of God maued upon the face of the us. 
ters,” and brought order out of confuſion, a 
world out of a chaos, by his foſtering influence, 
As to the chriſtian faith being built upon the hes 
then mythology, there is no ground whatever for 
the aſſertion; there would have been ſome for 
ſaying, that much of the heathen mythology was 
built upon the events recorded in the Old Teſts 
ment. ; | | 
© You come now to a demonſtration, or, which 
amounts to the ſame thing, to a propoſition which 
cannot, you ſay, be controverted:—firſt, That 
the agreement of all the parts of a ſtory does not 
prove that ſtory to be true, becauſe the parts may 
agree and the whole may be falſe :—ſecondly, 

t the diſagreement of the parts of a ſtory proves 
that the whole cannot be true. The agreement does 
not prove truth, but the diſagreement proves falſe 
hood poſitively.” Great uſe, I pexceive, is to be 

made of this propoſition. You will pardon my 
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W..ifulneſs in dialectics, if I preſume to contro» 
eri the truth of this abſtract propoſition, as ap- 
plicd to any purpoſe in life. The agreement of 
me parts of a ſtory implies that the ſtory has been 
told by, at at leaſt, two perſons (the life of Doc- 
tor ſohnſon, for inſtance, by Sir Joha Hawkins 
and Mr. Boſwel.) Now I think it ſcarcely poſſi- 
ble for even two perſons, and the difficulty is in- 
creaſed if there are more than two, to write the 
hiſtory of the life of any one of their acquaintance, 
without there being a conſiderable difference be- 
tween them, with reſpet to the number and or- 
&r of the incidents of his life. Some things will 
be omitted by one, and mentioned by the other; 
ſome things will be briefly touched by one, and 
the fame things will be circumſtantially detailed | 
by the other ; the ſame things which are mention- | 
ed in the ſame way by them both, may not be | 
mentioned as having happened exactly at the ſame | 
point of time, with other poflible and probable 
differences. But theſe real or apparent diſſiculties, 
in minute circumſtances, will not invalidate their 
teſtimony as to the material tranſactions of his / 1 
lite, much leſs will they render the whole of it a 
table. If ſeveral independent witneſſes, of fair 
character, ſhould agree in all the parts of a ſtory, 
(in teſtiſying, for inſtance, that a murder or a 
robbery was committed at a particular time, in a 
parucular place, and by a certain individual) 
every court of juſtice in the world would admit 
the fact, notwithſtanding the abſtract poſſibility of 
the whole being falſe: — again, if ſeveral honeſt 
men ſhould agree in ſaying, that they ſaw the 
king af France beheaded, though they ſhould diſ- 
agree as to the figure of the guillotine, or the ſiae 
of his execurioner, as to the king's hands bei 
bound or looſe, as to his being compaſed or agi- 
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tated in aſcending the ſcaffold, yet every coun g 
juſtice in the world. would think, that ſuch diffs, 
ence, reſpecting the circumſtances of the fad, a} 
not invalidate the evidence reſpecting the fact x, 
ſelf. When you ſpeak of the whole of a floy, 
| you cannot mean every particular circumſtang 
connected with the ſtory, but not effential to it, ee 

you muſt mean the pith and marrow of the ſtor; 
for it would be impoſſible to eſtabliſh the truth 1 WE: 
any fact, (of admirals Byng or Keppel, for «i 
ample, having neglected or not neglected ther i 
duty) if a diſagreement in the evidence of . 
neſſes, in minute points, ſhould he conſidered à 
annihilating the weight of their evidence in point 
of importance. In a word, the relation of a fat 
differs eſſentially from the demonſtration of a the 
orem, If one ſtep is left out, one link in the 
chain of ideas conſtituting a demonſtration is 
omitted, the concluſion will be , deſtroyed ; but: 
fact may be eſtabliſhed, notwithſtanding a dilz 
greement of the witneſſes in certain trifling parts 
culars of their evidence reſpecting it. 

You apply your incontrovertible propoſition to 
the genealogies of Chriſt given by Matthew and 
LEuke—there is a diſagreement between them; 
therefore you ſay, If Matthew ſpeak und 
Luke ſpeaks falſehood; and ii Luke ſpeak truth, 
—— ſpeaks falſehood; and thence there is 
authority for believing either; and if they canna 
be believed even in the very firſt thing they ſay and 
ſer out to prove, they are not entitled to be belier- 
ed in any thing they ſay afterwards.” TI cannd 
admit either your premiſes or your concluſion— 
not your concluſion ; becauſe two authors, who 
differ in tracing back the pedigree of an individu- 
al for above a thouſand years, cannot, on that at- 
count, be eſteemed 1 * to bear teſtimony 
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\ the tranſactions of his life, unleſs an intention 
ar, could be proved againſt them. If two 
aid hiſtorians ſhould at this time write the life 
naar remarkable man of their country, who 
a been dead twenty or thirty years, and ſhould, 
Wcough different branches of their genealogical 
ee, carry up the pedigree to Cadwallon, would 
er, on account of that difference, be diſcredited 
erery thing they ſaid ? Might it not be believed 
WS}: they gave the pedigree as they had found it 
orded in different inſtruments, but without the 
eat intention to write a falſehood ?—I cannot ad- 
nit your premiſes; becauſe Matthew ſpeaks truth, 


e ſame truth; Matthew giving the genealo 

Wt ſoſeph, the reputed father of Jeſus, and Luke 
eng che genealogy of Mary, the real mother of 
eſus. If vou will not admit this,  cther explana- 


ons of the difficulty might be given; but I hold 
W: ſufficient to ſay, that the authors had no deſign 


om the public regiſters, which were carefully 
kept, and that had they been fabricators of theſę 


time to mſtant detection; and the certainty of that 


Jing the attempt to impoſe a falſe genealogy on the 
j-wiſh nation. 7 2 
But that you may effectually overtl.row the cre- 
dit of theſe genealogies, you make the following 
calculation :— From the birth of David to the 
* birth of Chriſt is upwards of 1080 years; and 
* as there were but 27 full generations, to find 
the average age of each perſon mentioned in St. 
Matthew's liſt at the time his firſt ſon was born, 
id is only neceſſary to divide 1080 by 27, which 
gives 40 years for each perſon.” As the life-time 


| and Luke ſpeaks truth, though they do not ſpeak 
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to deceive the reader, that they took their accounts 


r 


gel ealogies, they would have been expoſed at the | 


detection would have prevented them from mak- 
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% of man was then but of the ſame extent it; 
4 now, it is an abſurdity to ſuppoſe, that 27 f 
« nerations ſhould all be old bachelors, befor 
they married. So far from this genealogy by 
«. ing a ſolemn truth,. it is not even a reaſonahþ 
« lie.” This argument aſſumes the appear 
of arithmetical accuracy, and the concluſion is 8 
a ſtyle which even its truth would not excuke; 
yet the argument is good for nothing, and he 
concluſion is not true. You have read the B 
with ſome attention; and you are extremely libs 
ral in imputing to it lies and abſurdities ; read i 
over again, efpecially the books of the Chronicle, 
and you will there find, that, in the genealogi 
liſt of St. Matthew, three generations are omitted 
between Joram and Ozias ; Foram was the fatha 
of Azariah, Azariah of Joaſh, Joaſh of Amas 
ah, and Amaziah of Ozias. I inquire not, a 
this place, whence this omiſſion proceeded ; whe 
ther it is to be attributed to an error in the genes 
logical tables from whence Matthew took his 2. 
Count, or to a corruption of the text of the erm 
geliſt; ſtill it is an omithon. Now if. you wi 
add theſe three generations to the 27 you mention 
and divide 1080 by 30, you will find the average 
age when theſe jews had each of them their fit 
ſon born was 36. They married ſooner than the 
ought to have done, according to , Ariſtotle, who 
fixes thirty-ſeven as the moſt proper age, when 
man ſhould marry. Nor was it neceſſary that 
they ſhould have been old bachelors, though cad 
of them had not a ſon to ſucceed him till he ws 
thirty-ſix.; they might have been married at tes 


ty, without having a ſon till they were forty. 1 


aſſume in your argument that the firſt born ſa 
ſacceeded the father in the ht—this is not u. 
Solomon ſucceeded David; yet David had at la 
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fix ſons, who were grown to manhood before So- 
lamon was born; and Rehoboam had at leaſt three 
ſons before he had Abia ( Abijah) who ſucceeded * 
bim. It is needleſs to cite more inſtances to this 
e; but from theſe, and other circumſtan- 
ces which might be inſiſted upon, I can ſee no 
ground for believing, that the genealogy of Jeſus 
Chriſt, mentioned by St. 2 is not a ſo- 
lemn truth. * : 
Yeu infiſt much upon ſome things being men- 
tioned by one evangeliſt, which are not mentioned 
bj all or by any of the others; and you take this 
to be a reaſon why we ſhould conſider the goſpels, 
not as the works of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and 
Jokn, but as the productions of ſome unconneded 
individuals, each of whom made his own legend. 
do not admit the truth of this ſuppoſition ; but 
may be allowed to uſe it as an argument againſt 
yourſelf—it removes every poſſible ſuſpicion of 
fraud and impoſture, and confirms the goſpel hiſ- 
tory in the ſtrongeſt manner. Four unconnected in- 
diriduals have each written memoirs of the life of 
Jeſus; from whatever ſource they derived. their 
materials, it is evident that they agree in a great 
many particnlars of the laſt importance; ' ſuch as 
the purity of his manners; the ſanity of his doc- 
trines ; the multitude and publicity of his mira- 
cles; the perſecuting ſpirit of his enemies: the 
manner of his death ; and the certainty of his re- 
Wurretion ; and whilſt they agree in theſe great 
points, their diſagreement in points of little con- 
pequence, is rather a confirmation of the truth, 
than an indication of the falſehood, of their ſeve- 
a accounts. Had they agreed in nothing, their 
teitimony ought to have been rejected as à legen- 
ary tale; had they agreed in every thing, it 
. ; G | | 


7 


RB 

might have been ſuſpected that, inſtead of uncon 
nected individuals, they were a ſet of impokor, 
The manner in which the evangeliſts have record. 
ed the particulars of the life of Jeſus, is wholly 
conformable to what we experience in other big. 
graphers, and claims our higheſt aſſent to its 
truth; notwithſtanding the force of your incon- 
trovertible propoſition. 

As an inſtance of contradiction between the 
evangeliits, you tell us, that Matthew ſays, the 
angel announcing the immaculate conception ap- 
peared unto Joſeph ; but Luke ſays, he appeared 
unto Mary. —The angel, fir, appeared to them 
both; to Mary, when he informed her that the 
ſhould, by the power of God, conceive a fon ; to 
Joſeph, ſome months afterwards, when Mary's 
pregnancy was vilible ; in the interim ſhe had paid 
a viſit of three months to her couſin Elizabeth. It 
might have been expected, that, from the accum 
cy with which you have read your Bible, you 
could not have confounded theſe obviouſlv-diltia 
appearances ; but men, even of candour, are l. 
able to miſtakes. Who, you aſk, would now be- 
lieve a girl, who ſhould ſay ſhe was gotten with 
child by a ghoſt ?-Who, but yourſelf, wouid 
ever have aſked a queſtion ſo abominably indecent 
and profane? I cannot argue with you on ths 
ſubject. You will never perſuade the world, tha 
the Holy Spirit of God has any reſemblance ts 
the ſtage ghoſts in Hamlet or Macbeth, from 
which you ſeem to have derived your idea of it. 

The ſtory of the maſſacre of the young childres 
by the order of Herod, is mentioned only by Mat 
thew ; and therefore you think it is a lie. We 
muſt give up all hiſtory if we refuſe to admit fads 
recorded by only one hiſtorian. Matthew addies 
ed his goſpel to the jews, and put them in mind d 
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a circumſtance, of which they muſt have had 3 


con- 
lor: melancholy remembrance ; but Gentile converts 
card. were leſs intereſted in that event. The evangeliſts 


hot, voere not writing the life of Herod, but of Jetus ; 
» hos it is no wonder that they omitted, above half a 
century aſter the death of Herod, an inſtance of 
bis cruelty, which was not eſſentially connected 
vich their ſubject. The maſſacre, however, was 
** probably known even at Rome; and it was cer- 
* tainly correſpondent to the character of Herod. 
John, you ſay, at the time of the maſſacre, © was 


to its 
ICON 


on 

* — « under two years of age, and yet he eſcaped ; 
"apa « {o that the tory circumſtantially belies itſelf.” 
nat the —John was fix months older than Jeſus ; and you 


on; 1 cannot prove that he was not beyond the age to 
N vhich the order of Herod extended; it probably 
id paid reached no farther than to thoſe who had comple- 
eth. 1 ted their firſt year, without including thoſe who 
accu bad entered upon their ſecond: but without inſiſt- 
le, a is vpn this, till I contend that you cannot 
Aigiaa prove John to have been under two years of age 
are K at the time of the maſſacre; and I could give ma- 
ao Ws ny probable reaſons to the contrary. Nor is it 
ol certain that John was, at that time, in that part 
would of the country to which the edit of Herod extend- 
ndecedt ed. But there would be no end of anſwering, at. 
on . this length, all your little objections. . 


U 


1d, that No two of the evangeliſts, you obſerve, . agree 
1 * > 8 | 
ance t0 I m reciting, exadtly in the ſame words, the written 
b, n inſcription which was put over Chriſt when he 
* was crucified,” —I admit that there is an uneſ- 
childre ſential verbal difference; and are you certain that 
by Mat there was not a verbal difference in the inſcriptions 
ie, We themſelves? One was written in Hebrew, ano- 


2 ther in Greek, another in 

mit fads eek, another in Latin; and, though 
addieb- they had all the ſame meaning, yet it 1s * 
mind d ; G3 LN N 
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that if two men had tranflated the Hebrew and 
the Latin into Greek, there would have been z 
verbal difference between their tranſlations. You 
have rendered yourſelf famous by writing a book 
called—The Rights of Man :—had you been gil 
lotined by Robeſpierre, with this title, written in 
French, Engliſh, and German, and affixcd to the 
guillotine— Thomas Paine, of America, author 


of The Rights of Man—and had four perſons, | 


ſome of whom had ſeen the execution, and the 
reſt had heard of it from eye-witneſſes, written 
ſhort accounts of your life twenty years or more 
after your death, and one had ſaid the inſcription 
was—Tt.is is Thomas Paine, the author of The 
Rights of Man—another, The author of the 


| Rights of Man—a third, This is the author df 


The Rights of Man—and a fourth, Thomas Paine, 
of America, the author of The Rights of Man 
—wouid any man of common ſenſe have doubted 
on account of this diſagreement, the veracity d 
the authors in writing your life? “ The only 


one,“ you tell us, „of the men called apoſiles, 


who appeats to have been near the ſpot where ſe- 
ſus was crucified, was Peter.” — This your aſſertia 
is not rrue—we do not know that Peter was pre 
ſent at the crucifixion ; but we do know that John, 
the diſciple whom Jeſus loved, was preſent ; fa 
Jeſus ſpoke to him from the croſs. You go cn, 
% But why ſhould we believe Peter, convicted by 
their own account of perjury, in ſwearing that he 
knew not jeſus ?? I will tell you why—becauk 
Peter ſincerely-repented of the wickedneſs mt 
which he had been betrayed, through fear for bs 


lite, and ſuff-red n:artyrdom in attellation of the 


truth of the chriſtian religion. 
But the evangeliſts diſagree, you ſay, 10 
4 only as to the ſuperſciiption on the crols, bu 
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« a5 to the time of the crocifixion, Mark ſaying ' 
« jt was at the third hour (nine in the morning) 
« and John at the ſixch hour (twelve as you ſup- 
« poſe) at noon.” Various ſolutions have been 
en of, this difficulty, none of which ſatisfied 
Doctor Middleton, much leſs can it be expected 
that any of them ſhould ſatisfy you; but there is 
2 ſolution not noticed by him, in which many ju- 
dicious men have acquieſced That John, writing 
bis goſpel in Afia, uſed the Roman method of 
computing time; which was the ſame as our own; | 
ſo that by the ſixth hour, when Jeſus was condemn- 
, we are to underſtand fix o' clock in the morn- 
ng; the intermediate time from fix to nine, when 
he was crucified, being employed in preparing for 


the crucihxion.” But if this difficulty ſhould be 


ſtill elteemed inſuperable, it does not follow that 
it will always remain ſo; and if it ſhould, the 
main point, the crucifixion of Jefus, will not be 
aftected thereby. | | : 

I cannot, in this place, omit remarking ſome 
circumſtances attending the crucifixion, which are 
o natural, that we might have wondered if they 
had not occurred. Of all the diſciples of Jeſus, 
John was beloved by him with a particular degree 
of affection ; and, as kindneſs produces kindneſs, 
there can be little doubt that the tegard was reci- 
procal. Now whom ſhould we expect to be the at- 
tendants of - Jeſus in his laſt ſuffering ? Whom but 
John, the friend of his heart? Whom but his mo- 
ther, whoſe ſaul was now pierced through by the 
word of ſorrow; which Simeon had foretold ? 
Whom but thoſe who had been attached to him 
through life; who, having heen healed by him of 
ther infirmities, were impelled by gratitude to 
miniſter to him of their ſubſtance, to be attentive 


tall his wants — Theſe were the perſons wuom 


56 

we ſhould have expected to attend his execution, 
and theſe were there. To whom would an expj. 
ing ſon, of the beſt affections, recommend a poor, 
and, probably, a widowed mother, but to his 
warmeſt friend? And this did Jeſus. Unmind. 
ful of the extremity of his own torture, and ant. 
ious to alleviate the burden of her ſorrows, and 
to protect her old age from future want and miſe. 
ry, he ſaid to his beloved diſciple - Behold thy m. 
ther, and from that hour that diſciple tcok her to his own 
home.” I own to you, that tuch inſtances as theſe, 
of the conformity of events to our probable ex. 
pectation, are to me genuine marks of the ſimpl. 
city and truth of the goſpels ; and far outweigh a 
thouſand little objections, ariſing from our igno- 
rance of manners, times, and circumſtances, or 
from our incapacity to comprehend the means uſed 
by the Supreme Being in the moral government 
of his creatures. 

St. Matthew mentions ſeveral miracles which 
attended our Saviour's crucifixion—the darknels 
_ which overſpread the land; the rending of the 

veil of the temple ; an earthquake which rent the 
rocks; and the feſurrection of many ſaints, and 
their going into the holy city.—* Such,” you fay, 
« js the account which this daſhing writer of ibe 
* book of Matthew gives, but in which he is not 
« ſapported by the writers of the other books.” 
is is not accurately expreſſed ; Matthew is ſup 
ported by Mark and Luke, with reſpect to two d 
the miracles— the darkneſs ; and the 1ending & 
the veil : and their omiſſion of the others does nat 
prove, that they were either ignorant of them, « 
diſbelieved them. I think it idle to pretend to ſaj 
poſitively what influenced them to mention only 
two miracles ;, they probably thought them ſuß. 
cient to convince any perſon, as they convince 


(7 
the centurion, that Jeſus © was a righteous man“ 
the Son of God.” And theſe two miracles 
were better calculated to produce general-convic- 
tio1, amongſt the perſons for whoſe benefit Mark 
and Luke wrote their goſpels, than either the 
earthquake, or the reſurreQion of the ſaints. The 
ethquake was, probably, confined to a particu- 
lar ſpot, and might, by an objector, have been 
called 2 natural phenomenon ; and thoſe ro whom 
che ſaints appeared might, at the time of writing 
the goſpels of Mark and Luke, have been dead: 
but the darkneſs mult have been generally known 
and remembered ; and the veil of the temple 


might {till be preſerved at the time theſe authors 


wrote. As to John not mentioning any of theſe 
miracles, it 15 well known that nis goſpel was writ- 
ten as a kind of ſupplement to the other goſpels ; 
he has therefore omitted many things which the 
other three evangeliſts had related, and he has 
added ſeveral things whieh they had not mention- 
ed; in particular, he has added a circumitance 
of great importance; he tells us that he ſaw one 
of the ſoldiers pierce the fide of Jeſus with a 
ſpear, and that blood and water flowed through 
the wound; and leſt any one ſhould doubt of the 
fat, from its not being mentioned by the other 
evanzeliits, he aſſerts it with peculiar earneſtaeſs 
— “ And he that ſaw it, bare record, and his re- 
cord is true: and he knoweth that he ſaith true, 
that ye might believe.” John ſaw blood and wa- 
ter flowing from the wound; the blood is eaſily 
accounted for; but whence came the water? The 
anatomiſts tell us, that it came from the 
un :—ſo conſiſtent is evangelical teſtimony with 
the moſt cnrious reſearches into natural ſcience ! 
You amuſe yourſelf with the account of what the 


ſcripture calls many ſaints, and you call an army of 


icardi- 
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ſaints, and are angry with Matthew for not hay. 
ing. told you a great many things about them.— l 
is very poſſible that Matthew might have known 
the fact of their reſurrection, without owin 
every thing about them; but if he had grati sed 
your curioſity in every particular, I am 7 
that you would not have believed a word of what 
he had told you. I have no curioſity on the ſub. 
jet ; it is enough for me to know that © Chriſt ua 
« the firſt fruits of them that flept,” and © that all 
« that are in the graves ſhall hear his voice and ſhall 
„ come forth,” as thoſe holy men did, who heard 
the voice of the Son of God at his reſurrection, 
and paſſed from death to life. If I durſt indulge 
myſelf in being wiſe above what is written, I 
might be able to anſwer many of your inquiries 
relative to thoſe ſaints ; but 1 dare not touch the 
ark of the Lord, I dare not ſupport the authority 
of ſcripture by the boldneſs of conjecture. What- 
ever difficuly there may be in accounting for the 
filence of the other evangeliſts, and of St. Paul 
alſo, on this ſubject, yet there is a greater dithcul- 
ty in ſuppoſing that Matthew did not give a true 
parration of what had happened at the crucifixion, 
If there had been no ſupernatural darkneſs, no 
earthquake, no rending of the veil of the temple, 
no-graves opened, no reſurrection of holy men, 
no appearance of them unto many—if none of 
theſe things had been true, or rather if any one of 
them had been falſe, what motive could Matthew, 
writing to the jews, have had for uumping up 
ſuch wonderful ſtories? He wrote, as every man 
does, with an intention to be believed; and yet 
every jew he met would have ſtared him in the 
face, and told him that he was a liar and an im- 
poſtor. What author, who twenty years hence 

ſhould addreſs to the French nation an hiſtory of 


( 15 ) 


he was beheaded there was darkneſs ſor three 
hours Over all France? that there was an earth- 
quake? that rocks were ſplit ? graves opened? 
and dead men brought to life, who appeared to 
many perſons in Paris: It is quite impoſſible to 
ſuppoſe, that any one would dare to publiſh ſuch 
obvious lies; and I think it equally impoſſible to 


liſh his account of what happened at the death of 
Jeſus, had not that account been generally known 
to be true. | 


— — — — 


LETTER VIII. 


timed me ſo much to this kind of language, that 


doubt of meeting with a truth. From the appa- 
rem diſagreement in the accounts, which the 
evangeliſts have given of ſome circumſtances re- 
ſpecting the reſurrection, you remark—* If the 


* of an alibi that is here attempted to be proved, 


natural means) and had given their evidence in 
the ſame contradictory manner, as it 1s here 
gien ; they would have been in danger of hav- 
ing their ears cropt for perjury, and would have 


Lois XVI. would venture to affirm, that ab | 


ſuppoſe, that Matthew would have dared to pub- 
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Tur e tale of the reſur rection, you ſay, 66 fol- ; 


lows that of the crucihxzion.”—You have accuſ-. 


when I 5nd you ſpeaking of a tale, I have no | 


1 writers of theſe books had gone into any court 
of juſtice to prove an alibi, (for it is the nature 


namely, the abſence of a dead body by ſuper- | 
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« juſtly deſerved it“ “ hard words, or 
ing, it feems, if you had been their judge. No 
I maintain, that it 1s the brevity with which th 
account of the reſurrection is given by all the em 
geliſts, which has occaſioned the ſeeming con 
ſion; and that this confuſion would have beg 
cleared up at once, if the witneſſes of the reſu 
rection had been examined before any judicatu 
As we cannot have this vird voce examination d 
all the witneſſes, let us call up and queſtion the 
evangeliſts as witneſſes to a ſupernatural alibi. 
Did you find the ſepulchre of Jeſus empty? On 
of us actually ſaw it empty, and the reſt head, 
from eye-witnefſes, that it was empty.---Did you 
or any of the followers of Jeſus, take away the 
dead body from the ſepulchre? All anſwer, Na 
Did the ſoldiers, or the jews, take away the body! 
No.---How are you certain of that? Becauſe we 
ſaw the body when dead, and we ſaw it aftz- 
wards when it was alive.---How do you know that 
what you ſaw was the body of Jeſus? We hal 
been long and intimately acquinted with Jeſus, and 
knew his perſon perfectly.--Were you not affrighs 
ed, and miſtook a ſpirit for a body? No; it 
body had fleſh and bones; we are ſure that it vs 
the very body which hung upon the croſs, for mt 
. ſaw the wound in the fide, and the print of tit 
nails in the hands and feet.--- And all this you at 
ready fo ſwear ? We are; and we are neadyt 
die alſo, ſooner than we will deny any part of i 
This is the teſtimony which all the evangelis 
would give, in whatever court of juſtice they v 
examined; and this, I apprehend, would ſufic 
ently eſtabliſh the alibi of the dead body from is 
ſepulchre by ſupernatural means. | 
But as the reſurrection of Jeſus is a point whid 
you attack with all your force, I will examine # 


I» DD 
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»n:c!7-the principal of your objections; I do not 
ink them deſerving of this notice, but they ſhall 
bare it. The book of Matthew, you ſay, “ ſtates 
« that when Chrit was pat in the ſepulchre, the 


& jews applied to Pilate for a watch or a guard to 


« be placed over the ſepulchre, to prevent the 
« hody being ſtolen by the diſciples.“ - I admit 
this account, but it is not the whole of the ac- 
count; you have omitted the reaſon for the re- 
queſt which the chief prieſts made to Pilate---© Sir, 
ws remember that that deceiver ſaid, while he was yet 
alive, after three days I will riſe again. It is ma- 
terial to remark this; for at che very time that 


eſus predicted his reſurrection, he predicted alſo 
his crucifixion, and all that he ſhould ſaffer from 
the malice of thoſe very men who now applied to 
Pilate for a guard.---<« He ſhewed to his diſciples, how 
that ke muſt go unto Jeruſalem, and ſuffer many things 


of the elders, and chief prieſts, and ſcribes, and be kill. 
ed, and he raiſ:d again the third day.” (Matt. xvi. 
21.) Theſe men knew full well that the firſt part 
of this prediction had been accurately fulfilled 
through their malignity; and, inſtead of repent- 
ing of what they had done, they were ſo infatua- 
tz as to ſuppoſe, that by a guard of ſoldiers they 
could prevent the completion of the ſecond. The 
other books, you obſerve, 4+ ſay nothing about 
* this application, nor about the ſealing of the 
&* ſtone, nor the guard, nor the watch, and ac- 
« cording to theſe accounts there were none.“ 
Thais, fir, I deny. The other books do not ſay 


that there were none of theſe things; how often 


mult I repeat, that omiſſions are not contradic- 
tions, nor ſilence concerning a fact a denial of it? 

You go on---+ The book of Matthew continues 
its account that at the end of the ſabbath, as it 
began to daun, towards the firſt day of the 
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« week, came Mary Magdalene and the other Mg 
* xy to ſee the ſepulchre. Mark ſays it was ſup 
« riting, and John ſays it was dark. Luke fag 
« it was Mary Magdalene, and Joanna, and Mz. 
« ry the mother of James, and other - women, that 
„ came to the ſepulchre. And John ſays tha 
« Mary Magdalene came alone. So well do 
« agree about their firſt evidence! they all appear 
„however, to have known moſt about May MW 
„Magdalene; ſhe was a woman of a large at- 
« quaintance, and it was not an ill conjecture that 
« ſhe might be upon the ſtroll.”---This is a long 
paragraph; I will anſwer it diſtinctly :—ffil, 
there is no diſagreement of evidence with relpet 
to the time when the women went to the ſepul- 
chre ; all the evangeliſts agree as to the day on 
* which they went; and, as io the time ot the da, 
it was early in the morning; what court of juſtice 
in the world would ſet aſide this evidence, as in- 
ſufficient to ſubſtantiate the fact of the womens 
having gone to the ſepulchre, becauſe the witnef 
es differed as to the degree of twilight which light- 
ed them on their way? Secondly, there is no di- 
agreement of evidence with reſpect to the perſons 
who went to the ſepulchre. John ſtates that Ma. 
ry Magdalene went to the ſepulghre ; but he does 
not ſlate, as you make him ſlate, that Mary Magda 
lene went alone; ſhe might, for any thing you 
have proved, or can prove to the contrary, hate 
been accompanied by all the women mentioned by 
Luke :---is it an unuſual thing to diſtinguiſh by 
name a principal perſon going on a vilit, or at 
embaſſy, without mentioning his ſubordinate at 
tendants? Thirdly, in oppoſition to your inlin 
ation that Mary Magdalene was a common v6 
man, I wiſh it to be conſidered, whether there 8 
any ſcriptural authority for that imputation; 24 


( 109 ) 


«hether there be or not, I muſt contend, that a 
repentant and reformed woman, ought not to be 
eſteemed an improper witneſs of a fat. The con- 
--+yre which you adopt concerning her, is nothin 
1-5 than an illeberal, indecent, unfounded calum- 
ur, not excuſable in the mouth of a libertine, and 
intolerable in your's. | | 
The book of Matthew, you obſerve, goes on to 
ar“ And behold, there was an earthquake, for the 
auge of the Lord deſcended from heaven, and came and 
ralled back the flone from the door, and ſat upon it: 
Ent the other books ſay nothing about any earthquake,” 
hat chen? does their filence prove that there 
was none? * nor about the angel rolling back the ſlone 
ard ſiting upon it: what then? does their ſilence 
prove that the ſtone was not rolled back by an 
angel, and that he did not fit upon it? © and ac- 
erding to their accounts there was uw angel ſitting 
there,” This concluſion I muſt deny: rheir ac- 
counts do not ſay there was no angel fitting there, 
at the time that Matthew ſays he fat upon the 
ſtone. They do not deny the fact, they ſimply 
omit the mention of it; and they all take notice 
that the women, when they arrived at the ſepul- 
chre, found the ſtone rolled away: hence it is 
evident that the ſtone was rolled away before the 
women arrived at the ſepnlchre; and the other 
evangeliſts, giving an account of what happened 
to the women when they reached the ſepulchre, 
bare merely omitted giving an account of a tranſ- 
action previous to their arrival. Where is the 
contradiction? What ſpace of time intervened 
between the rolling away the ſtone, and the arri- 
val of the women at the ſepulchre, is no where 
mentioned; but it certainly was long enough for 
the angel to have changed his poſition ; from ſit- 
ung on the outſide he might have entered into the 


| 4 ( 110 ) 
ſepulchre; and another angel might have mad: 
| his appearance, or, from the firſt, there migm 
0 have been two, one on the outſide rolling away 
| the ſtone, and the other within. Luke, you tell 
us, © ſays there were baus, and they vere both flang. 
| ing; and Fobn ſays there were two, and both filting.” 
q It is impoſſible, I grant, even for an angel to be 
fitting and ſtanding at the ſame inſtant of time; 
but Luke and John do not ſpeak of the ſame in- 
S ſtant, nor of the ſame appearance : Luke ſpeaks 
=> of the appearance to all the women ; and John 
of the appearance to Mary Magdalene alone, who 
{1 tarried weeping at the ſepulchre after Peter and 
John had left it. But I forbear making any more 
| minute remarks on ſtill minuter objections, all of 
i | which are grounded on this miſtake — that the an- 
| | gels were ſeen at one particular time, in one par- 
| 


ticular place, and by the ſame individuals. 

As to your inference, from Matthew's uſing the 
exprethon unto this day, * that the book mult have 
been manufactured after a lapſe of ſome genera- * 
tions at leaſt,” it cannot be admitted againſt the 


Wi 
poſitive teſtimony of all antiquity. That ths. to- ci 
ry about ſtealing away the body was a bungling ſe 
ſtory, I readily admit; but the chief prieſts are to 
anſwerable tor it; it is not worthy either your no- | 
# tice, or mine, except as it is a ſtrong inſtance to cl 
vou, to me, and to every body, how far preju- d 
dice may miſlead the underſtanding. ww 


Jou come to that part of the evidence in thoſe 


ri 

books chat reſpects, you ſay, the pretended ap- 1 

« pearances of Chriſt after his pretended reſur- p 

“ rection ; the writer of the book of Matthew re- b 

&« lates, that the angel that was ſitting on the t 

x * ſtone at the mouth of the ſepulghre, ſaid tothe ſ: 
« two Marys, (chap. xxviii. 7.) * Bebeid, Chrif U 

} 


is gone befare you into Galilee, there ſhall you ſee him.” 


4 


ü | 
The goſpel, Sir, was preached to poor and illite- 
rate men : and it is the duty of prieſts ro preach 
+ to them in all its purity ; to guard them againſt 
the errors of miltaken, or the deſigns of wicked 
men. You, then, who can read your Bible, turn 
to this paſſage, and you will find that the angel 
did not ſay, © Behold Chiilt ir gone before you 
into Galilee,” —but, . Behold, he goeth before 


you into Galilee.” I know not what Bible you 


made uſe of in this quotation-; none that I have 
{cen render the original word by— he is gone----it 
might be properly rendered, he will go; and it is 
literally rendered, he is going. This phraſe does 
not imply an immediate ſetting out for Galilee : 
when a man has fixed upon a long journey to Lon- 
don or Bath, it is common enough to ſay, he is 
going to London, or Bath, thoagh the time of his 


going may be at ſome diſtance. Even your daſh- 


ing Matthew could not be guilty of ſuch a blun- 


der as to make the angel ſay he is gone; for he tells 


us immediately afterwards, that, as the women 
were departing from the ſepulchre to tell his diſ- 
ciples what the angels had faid to them, Jeſus him- 
ſelf met them. Now how Jeſus could be gone in- 
to Galilee, and yer meet the women at Jeruſalem, 


I leave you to explain, for the blunder is not 


chargeable upon Matthew. + I excuſe your intro- 
ducing the expreſſion--“ then the eleven diſciples 
went away into Galilee,”* for the quotation is 
righily made; but had you turned to the Greek 


Teſtament, you would not have found in this 


place any word anſwering to then ; the paſſage is 
better tranſlated---and the eleven. Chriſt had ſaid 
to his diſciples, (Matt. xxvi. 32.) * After I am ri- 
en again, I will go beſom you into Galilee: and 


che angel put the women in mind of the very ex- 
preſſion and prediction- he is riſen, as be ſaid, aud 
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behold, he goeth before you into Galilee. Matthew, in 
rent upon the appearance in Galilee, of which 
there were, probably, at the time he wrote, ma. 
ny-living witneſſes in Judea, omits the mention of 
many appearances taken notice of by John, and, 
by this omiſſion, ſeems to conned the day of the 
reſurrection of Jeſus, with that of the departure 
of the diſciples for Galilee. You ſeem to think 
this a great difficulty, and incapable of ſolution ; 
for you ſay--- It is not poſlible, unleſs we admit 
* theſe diſciples the right of wilful lying, thatthe 
« writers of theſe books could be any of the ele- 
ven perſons called diſciples ; for it, according 
t to Matthew, the eleven went into Galilee to 
« meet Jeſus in a mountain, by his own appoint- 
«© ment, on the ſame day that he is ſaid to have 
& riſen, Luke and John muſt have been two of 
& that eleven; yet the writer of Luke ſays er- 
& preſsly, and John implies as much, that the 
© meeting was that ſame day in a honſe at Jem. 
„ ſalem; and, on the other hand, if, according 

c“ to Luke and John, the eleven were aſſembled in 
a houſe at Jeruſalem, Matthew muſt have been 
4 one of that eleven; yer Matthew ſays, the 
« meeting was in'a mountain in Galilee, and 
* conſequently the evidence given in choſe books 
« deſtroys each other.” When I was 'a young 
man in the univerſity, I was pretty much accul- 
tomed to drawing of conſequences ; but my Alma 
Mater did not ſuffer me to draw conſequences 
after your manner-z ſhe taught me, that a falſe 
Poſition muſt end in an abſurd conclufion. I have 
thewn your poſition---that the eleven went into Gali 
lee an the day of the reſurrection.-to be falſe, and 
hence your conſequence---that the evidence given it 
theſe taus books deſtroys each other---is not to be admit- 
ted. You ought, moreover, to have. oonlidered, 
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ſervers of the law did not think themſelves at li- 


not go to Galilee on the day of the reſurrection. 
. You certainly bave read the New Teſtament, 
but not, I think, with great attention, or you 
world have known who the apoſtles were. In 
this place you reckon Luke as one of the eleven, 


witneſs of the things he relates: you ought to 
have known that Luke was no apoſtle; and he tells 
you himſelf in the preface to his goſpel, that he 
wrote from the teſtimony of others. If this mif- 


a fit perſon to write comments on the Bible; if 
from deſign (which I am unwilling to ſuſpect) 
you are ſtill leſs fit; in either caſe it may ſuggeſt 
to your readers the propriety. of ſuſpecting the 
truth and accuracy of your aſſertions, however 
daring and intemperate. Of the numerous 
u prieſts or parſuns of the preſent day, biſhops 
and all, the ſum total of whole learning,” ac- 
cording to you, is ab ab, and hir, bet, hoc, there 
is not one amongſt them,” you ſay, © who can 
„ write poetry like Homer, or ſcience like Eu- 
* clid.” If I ſhould admit this (though there 
are many of them, I doubt not, who underſtand 
theſe authors better than you do) yet I cannot 
admit that there is one amongſt them, - biſhops 
and all, ſo ignorant as to — 41 the evange- 
it among the apoſtles of Chriſt. I will not preſs 


he conſciouſneſs of this fallibility ſhould create 
a all men a little modeſty, a little diffidence, a 
| * 


that the feaſt of unleavened bread, which immie- i 
diately followed the day en which the paſſover 
was eaten, laſted feven days; and that iri& ob- 


berty to leave Jeruſalem, till that feaſt was ended; 
and this is a collateral proof thar the difciples did- 


and in other places you ſpeak of him as an eye- 


take proceeds from your ignorance, you are not 


this point; any man may fall into a miſtake, aud 
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Aittle cantion, before they preſume to call the moſt 
illuſtrious characers of antiquity liars, fools, and 
knaves. , 6 den” 

You want to know why Jeſus did not ſhew him. 
felf to all the people after his reſurrection. This 
is one of Spmoza's objections; and it may ſound 
well enough in the mouth of a jew, wiſhing to ex. 
cuſe the mfidelity of his countrymen 3 but it is 
not judiciouſly adopted by deilts of other nations, 
God. gives us the-means of health, but he does 
not force us to the uſe of them; he gives us the 
powers of the mind, but he does not compel us 
to. the cultivation of them : he gave the j 
opportunities of ſeeing the miracles of Jeſus, but 
he did not oblige them to believe them. . 
who perſevered in their incredulity after the re- 
ſurrection of Lazarus, would have perſevered al. 
fo after the reſurrection of Jeſus. - Lazarus had 
been buried four days, Jeſus but three; the body 
of Lazarus had begun to undergo corruption, the 


body of Jeſus ſaw no corruption; why ſhould * 


you expeR, that they would have believed in Jeſus 
on his own reſurrection, when they had not be- 
lieved in him on the reſurrection of Lazarus! 
When the Phariſees were told of the reſus rection 
of Lazarus, they, together with the chief prieſts, 
gathered a council, and ſaid, What do we ? for 
#his man doeth many miracles. If ue let bim tha 
alone, all men will believe on him : then from that day 
ferth they tock counſel together to put him to death. — 
The great men at Jeruſalem, you ſee, admitted 
that Jeſns had raiſed Lazarus from the dead; yet 
the belief of that miracle did not generate con- 
© vidtion that Jeſus was the Chriſt ; it only exaſpe 
rated their malice, and accelerated their purpoſe 


of deſtroying him. Had Jeſus ſhewn himſelf of. 


ter his reſurrection, the chicf prieſts would pi 
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it with, What do aue and ended it with a deter- 
mination to put him to death. As to us, the evi- 
| dence of the reſurreRion of Jeſus, which we have 


in the New Teſtament, is far more convincing, 
than if it had been related that he ſhewed himſelf 


been fabricated by the jews. 
You think Paul an improper witnefs of ü 
furrection; 1 think him one of the fitteſt that 
could have been choſen; and for this reaſon i. 


in his own miraculous converſion ſufficient ground 


reſurrection of Jeſus, he appeals to above two 
hundred and fifty living witneſſes; and before 
whom does he make this appeal ? before his ene-. 
mies, who were able and willing to blaſt his cha- 
racer, if he had advanced an untruth. You know, 
undoubtedly, that Paul had reſided at Corinth 
near two years ; during a part of that time, he 
bad teſtified to the jews, that Jeſus was the Chriſt; 
that finding the bulk of that nation obſtinate in 
their unbelief, he had turned to the Gentiles, and 


ESSE oPEFSELaSEIEFEFaR EPS * 


Corinth, and went to preach: the goſpel in other 


Corinth, he wrote a letter to the converts which he 
had made in that place, and who after his depar- 
ture had heen folit into different factions, and had 


From this account we may be certain, that Paul's 
Fetter, and _ in it, would be 
Sg - ky 


ably have gathered another council, have opened | 


to every man in Jeruſalem; for then we ſhould | 
have had. à ſuſpicion, that the whole _— had 


teflimony is the teſtimony of a former enemy. He had, 


for changing his opinion as to a matter of fact, 
which he had formerly, through extreme preju- 
dice, conſidered as a fable. For the truth of the 


converted many to the faith in Chriſt ; that he leſt” 
parts; that; about three — he had quitted 


adopted different. teachers in oppoſition to Paul. 4 
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minntely examined. The city of Corinth was 


ſyllable. about it. I chink otherwiſe. John has 


— 
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full of jews; theſe men were, in general, Paul's 
bitter enemies; yet, in the face of them all, he 
aſſerts, that Jeſus Chrift was buried ; that be aro 

ain the third day: that h "was ſeen of Cephas, 
then of the tube ; that be was after wards feen of 


. aboue five hundred brethren at ance, of whom the greater 


part were then alive.'* An appeal to above 256 


living witneſſes, is a pretty ſtrang proof of a fact; 


but it becomes irreſiſtihle, when that appeal is 
ſubmirted to the judgment af enemies. St. Paul, 


you muſt allow, was a man of ability; but he 
+ would have been an idiot, had he put it in the 
power of his enemies to prove, from his own let- 


ter, that he was a lying raſcal. They neither 
proved, nor attempted to prove, any ſuch thing; 
and, therefore, we may ſajely conclude, that this 
teſtimony of Paul to the reſurrection of Jeſus was 
ti ue; and it is a teſtimony, in my opinion, of the 
greatell weight. i 
ſay, ta the laſt ſcene, the an. 


- You come, you 


fion; upon which, in your opinion, the reality 
d the | 


future miſſion of. the diſciples was to 
&« reſt for proof,” I do not agree with you in 
this. The reality of the future miſſion of the 


- apoliles might have been proued, though Jeſus | 
ragles are the proper proofs of a divine miſſion; 


and when Jeſus gave tha apoſtles a commiſſion to 
preach. the goſpel, he commanded them to ſtay at 


Jeruſalem, till. they + avers/enduedavith power from 


en high.” Matthew has ie me mention of 
the aſcenſion ;. and John, vou la has not faid a 


not given an expreſs account of the aſeenſion, but 
has certainly ſaid ſomething about it; for he in- 
ſorms us, that Jeſus faid: to Mary, . Tecuch me 
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wt : for I am wt yet aſcended to n fatler + zur gr 
to my brethren, and ſay unts themy” I aſcend anta m 


father arid your father, and to my God aud your God. 


This is ſurely ſaying ſomething abour the aſcen- 
fon; and if the fact of the aſcenſion be not re- 
lated by Jobn or Matthew, it may reaſonably be 

ſappoſed, that the omiſſion was made, on account» 
of the notoriety of the fact. That the fact was 
generally known, may be "juſtly collected ſrom 
the reference whieh Peter makes to it in the hear- 
ing of all the jews, a very few'days after it had 
happened,. ** This Jeſus hath God raiſed up, whereof 
we all are witneſſes.” Therefore being by the right 
band of God exalted. Paul bears teftimony alſo 
to the aſcenfion, when he ſays, that Jeſus was re- 


ceived np into glory. As to the difference you 


contend for, between the account of the afcenſron; 
as given by Mark and Lake, it does not exitt 5 
except in this, that Mark omits the particulars of 
Jeſus going with his apoſtles to Bethany, and 
bleſſmg them there, Which are mentioned by 
Luke. But omiſſions, F muſt often put you iii 
_ ate not contradivions.' Ro - 5 1 
'ou have now, you ſay, gone through 

« examination of the 2 to Mat- 
* thew, Mark, Luke, and John; and when it is 
conſidered that the whole ſpace of time; from 
* the crucifixion, to what is called the aſrenſion, 
is but a few days, apparently not more than 
T three or four; and that all the eireumſtances 
are reported to have happened near the ſame 
« ſpor,- Jeruſalem, it is, I believe, impoſſible to 
* find, in any ſtory” upon record; ſo many, and 
* ſuch glaring” abſurdities; contradictions, and 
falſehoods; as are in thoſe books WIat am 

Ito ſay to this? Am I td ſay tat, in writing * 
this paragraph; you ha vx ſot feited your character 


- 


| us) 
28 an honeſt man? Or, admitting your honeſty, 
am I to fay that you are groſsly ignorant of the 
ſubject? Let the reader judge. John ſays, that 
- Jeſus appeared to his diſciples at Jeruſalem on the 
day of his reſurrection, and that Thomas was not 
then with them: the fame John ſays, that after 


' eight days he appeared to them again, when Tho. | 


mas was with them.—Now, fir, how *apparenth 
three or four days can be conſiſtent with really cight 
days, | leave you to make out. But this is not 

the whole of John's teſtimony, either with reſpec 
to place or time; for he ſays, Aſter theſe things (af- 
ter the two appearances to the diſciples at Jeruſa- 
lem on the firſt and on the eighth day after the 
reſurrection) Feſus ſhewed himſelf again to his diſci- 
ples at the fea of Tiberias. The ſea of Tiberias, 
I preſume you know was in Galilee ; and Galilee, 
you may know, was. {ixty or ſeventy miles from 
Jeruſalem : it muſt have taken the diſciples ſome 


time, after the eighth day, to travel from Jeruſa- | 


lem into Galilee. What, in your own inſulting 
language to the prieſts, what have you to anſwer, 
as to the ſame ſpot, Feruſalem, as to your appa- 
rently three or four days * But this is not all.— 


Luke, in the beginning of the Acts, refers to his 


goſpel, and ſays, Chrift hewed himſelf alive after 
bis paſſion, by many infallible proofi, being ſeen of the 
- apofiles forty days, and ſpeaking of the things pertain- 
ing to the kingdom of Gd. Inſtead of four, you 
perceive there were forty davs between the eruci- 
frxion and the aſcenſion. I need not, I truſt, i 
ter this, trouble myſelf about the falſchoods and 
contradictions which you impute to the evange- 
licks ; your readers cannot but be upon their guard 
as to the credit due to your aſſertions, however 
bold and improper. You will ſuffer me to remark, 
that the erangeliſts were plain men ; who, c 
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rinced of the truth of their narration, and eon- 
ſcions of their own integrity, have related what 


they knew, with admirable ſimplicity. They 
— to have ſaid to the jews of their time, and 


to ſay to the jews and unbelievers of all times, 
we bave told you the truth ; and if you will not bilieve 
ur, we bave nothing more to ſay. Had 15,ey been 
impoſtors, they would have written with more 
caution and art, have obviated every cavil, and 
avoided every appearance of contradiction. This 


they have not done; and this I conſider as a proof | 


of their honelty and veracity. 


John the baptiſt had given his teltjwviy to the : 


truth of our Saviour's miſſion in the moſt unequi- 
vocal terms; he afterwards ſent two of his-difch- 
ples to Jeſus, to alk him whether he was really 
the expected Meſſiah or not. Matthew relates 
both theſe cireumſtances: had the 
book of Matthew been an i would he 
have invalidated John's teſtimony, bY bringi 


Aging 
forward his real or apparent doubt? Impoſſible 


Matthew, having proved the reſurre&ion of Jeſus, 


tells us, that the eleven diſciples went away into 
Galilee into a mountain where Jeſus had appoint- 


ed them, and en they aw him, they worſhipped 
lim : but ſome doubt 
the very lalt place where he mentions the reſur- 
rection, and in the concluſion of his book, have 


ſuggeſted ſuch a cavil to unbelievers, as to ſay, ' 
fone doubted? Impoſſible!? The evangeliſt has left 


us to collect 4 reaſon why ſome doubted :—the 


diſciples ſaw Jeſus, at a diſtance, on the mountain, 


and ſome of them fell down and worſhipped him; 
whilſt others doubted whether the perſon they 
faw was really jeſus ; their doubt, however, could 
not have laſted long, for in the very next verſe we 


ould. an impoſtor, in 


/ 
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Great and Iandable pains have been taken by 
2 learned men, to harmonize the ſeveral ae. 
counts given us by the evangeliſts of the reſurree. 
tion. It does not ſeem to me to be a matter of 
any great conſequence to qhriſtianity, whether 
the accounts can, in every minute particular, be 
ha mon ed or not; fince there is no ſuch diſcot- 
dance in them, as to render the fact of the reſus- 
redtion doubiſul to any impartial mind. If any 
man, in a court of juſtice, ſhould give - poſitive 

"evidence of a ſact; and three _ ſhould af- 
terwards be examined, and all of them ſhould con. 
© Arr the evidence of the firſt as to the fad, but 
| ſhould apparently differ from him and from each 
other, by being more or leſs particular in their ac- 
counts of the circumſtances attending the fa; 
ought we to doubt of the fact, becauſe we coli 
not harmonize the evidence reſpecting the circum- 
Rances relating to it? The omiſſion. of any one 
circumſtance (ſuch as that of Mary Magdalene 
having gone twice to the ſepulchre ; or that of the 
angel having, after he had rolled away the ſtone 
ſrom the. ſepulchre, entered into the ſepulchre) 
may render an harmony, impoſſible, without ha- 
ving recourſe to ſuppoſition to. ſupply the deed. 
You: deiſts laugh at all ſuch, attempts, and call 
them pr ie ſtcraſt. I think it better then, in 22 
ing with yon, to admit chat there may be (not 
1 ng, however, that there is) an irreconciles- 
e difference between the accounts reſpecting che 
life of Jeſus, or his reſurrection. Be it ſo; what 
then? Does this difference, n. it to be real, 
deſtzoy the credibility of the goſpel hiſtory: in am 
of its eſſential points? Certainly, in my, opinion, 
not. As I look upon this to be à general, anſwer 
to moſt of your deiſtical objedions, I profeſs ] 
lincerity, in. a520gs that L caonß der is 45, 4 true 
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of their country; fearful of undermining the 


(a) 

2nd fufficient anſwer ; and I leave itto-your coſ- 
fderation. I have, purpoſely. in the whole of 
this diſcuſſion, been filent as to the i of 
the evangeliſts; well knowing that you would 
have rejected, with Horn, any thing 1 could have 


faid on that point: hut, in diſputing with a deiſt, 
1 do moſt ſolemnly gontend, that the chriſſian re- 


ligion is true, and worthy of all acceptation, =—_ 


ther the evangelilts were infpired or not. 


Unbelievers, in general, wiſh ro conceal their 
ſentiments 3 they have a decent reſpect for public 
; are cautious of affronting the religion 


ſoundations of civil ſociety. Some few have been 
more daring, but leſs judicious ;' and have, with 
cut diſguiſe, profefied their unbelief. But you 
are the firſt who ever ſwore that he was an inſideh, 
concluding your deiſtical creed with, /a help me 
C, I pray chat God may help. you; thar he 
may, through the influenee of his holy ſpirit, 


bring you to a right mind; convert you to the 


religion of his Son, whom, out of his abundant 
love to mankind, he ſent into the world, that all 
who believe in him ſhould not periſh, dub: 
everlaſting life. - © + 

You ſwear, that you think the ie religion 
i not. true. I give full credit to your oatiyy/ it is 
an oath in confirm ation of what? of an opinion 
—le proves the ſincerity oft your: declaration of 
mo opinion; but the: opinion, norwithſtanding | 
the oath, may be either; true or falſe; Permit me 
to- produce to you an oath: not confirming-an OPk- 
nion, but a fact ·; it is the oath of St: Paul, when 
be ſwears 20 the Galatians, that in What be told 
thera of his miracalous converſion, he didi nat tall 
alie: „ Noa the things which I aorite unto you, le. 
dd; lara Gad, I lie not.” Do but give that cre- 


| E ) 
dit to Paul which I give to you, do but conſider 


the difference between an opinion and a fact, and | 


- I ſhall not deſpair of your 1 chriſtian, 
Deiſm, you ſay, conſiſts in a belief of one 
God, and an imitation of his moral character, or 
the practice of what is called virtue; and in this, 
{as far as religion is concerned) you reſt all your 


hopes. There is nothing in deiſm but what is n 


chriſtianity, but there is much in chriſtianity 
which is not in deiſm. The chriſtian has no doubt 
concerning a future ſtate ; every deiſt, from Plats 
to Thomas Paine, is, on this ſubject, overwhelm. 
ed with doubts inſuperable by human reaſon. The 
chriſtian has no miſgivings as to the pardon of pe. 
nitent ſinners, through the interceſſion of a me. 
diator ; the deiſt is haraſſed with apprehenſion left 
the moral juſtice of God ſhould demand, with in- 
exorable rigour, puniſhment for tranſgreſſion.— 
The chriſtian has no doubt concerning the lawful. 
neſs and the efficacy of prayer; the deiſt is di 


turbed on this point by abſtract confiderations cones 


cerning the goodneſs of God, which wants not 
to be entreated; concerning his foreſight, which 
has no need of our information; concerning hs 
immutability, which cannot be changed through 
our ſapplication. The chriſtian admits the pro- 
vidence of God, and the liberty of human actions; 
the deiſt is involved in great difficuhies, when he 
undertakes the proof of either. The chriſtian has 
aſſurance that the Spirit of God will help his in- 
firmities; the deiſt does not deny the poſſibility 
that God may have acceſs to the human mind, 
but he has no ground to believe the fact of Bs 
either enlighrening the underſtanding, influencing 
the will, or purifying the heart. 
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LETTER IX. 


« | HOSE,” you ſay, * who are not much ac- 
« quainted with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, may ſuppoſe 
« that the book called the New Teſtament, has 
« exiſted ever ſince the time of Jeſus Chriſt, but 

« the ſact is hiſtorically otherwiſe; there was no 
| « {ach book as the New Teſtament till more than 
« three hundred years after the time that Chriſt is 
« ſaid to have lived.” This paragraph is calcu- 
lated to miſlead common readers; ut is neceflary to 
unfold its meaning. The book, called the New 
Teſtament, conſiſts of twenty-ſeven different parts; 
concerning ſeven of theſe, viz.—the Epiſtle to the 
Hebrews, that of James, the ſecond of Peter, 
the ſecond of John, the third of John, that of 
Jude, and the Revelation, there were at firſt ſome 
doubts ; and the queſtion, whether they ſhould be 
received into the canon, might be decided, as all 
queſtions concerning opinions muſt be, by vote. 
With reſpe& to the other twenty parts, thoſe who 
xe moſt acquainted with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory will 
tell you, as Du Pin does after Euſebius, that they 
were owned as canonical, at all times, and by all 
chriſtians. Whether the council of Laodicea was 
held before or after that of Nice, is not a ſettled 
point; all the books of the New Teſtament, except 
the Revelurion: are enumerated as canonical in 
the Conſtitutions of that council; but it is a great 
wake to 3 chat the greateſt part of the 


* 
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books of the New Teſtament were not in gener 
8 chriſtians, long before the council d 

odicea was held. This is not merely my oj. 
nion on the ſubject; it is the opinion of one much 
better acquainted with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory than 
1 am, and, probably, than you are,— Moſbrin 
The opinions,” ſays this author, or rather the 
© conjectures, of the learned, concerning the time 
* when the books of the New Teſtament were cel. 
© Feed into one volume, as alſo about the anthors 
. © of that collection, are extremely different. This 
© important queſtion is attended with great and 
© almoſt inſuperable difficukies to us in theſe latter 
times. It is however ſufficient for us to know, 
that, before the middle of the ſecond centum, 
the greateſt part of the books of the New Teſtz- 
© ment were read in every chriftian ſociety through. 
out the world, and received as a divine rule of 
© faith and manners Hence it appears, that theſe 
_ *facred writings were careſully ſeparated from, 
6 feveral human compoſitions upon the ſame ſub- 
©jeR, either by ſome of the apoſtles themſelves 
who lived ſo long, or by their diſciples and fuc- 
© ceflors, who were ſpread abroad through all ns 
tions. We are well affured, that the four gyſpel 
© were collected during the life of St. John, and 
that the three firſt received the approbation af 
© this divine apoſtle. And why may we not ſup- 
_ © poſe, that the other books of the New Tells 
ment were gathered together at the ſame time? 
©What renders-this highly probable is, that the . 
moſt urgent neceſſity required its being done 
For, not long after Chriſt's aſcenfion into her 
oven, ſtveral hiſtories of his life and doctrines 
full of pious frauds; and fabulous wonders, were 
compoſed by perſons, whoſe intentions, perliaps 
were not bad, but whoſe writings diſcovered tht 


- 
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ſuper ſtition and ignorance. Nor was 

his all: productions appeared, which were im- 
poſed on the world by fraudulent men as the 
nitings of the holy apoſtles. Theſe apocryphal 
and ſpurious writings, malt have produced a fad 


confuſion, and rendered both the hiſtory and the 
« dotrine of Chriſt uncertain, had not the rulers 


of the church uſed all poſſible care and diligence 
n ſeparating the books that were truly apoſtoli- 
cal and divine, from all that ſpurious traſb, and 


conveying them down to poſterity in one vo- 


ume. Ty 

Did you ever read the apology ſor the chriſtians, 
which ſuſtin Martyr preſented to the emperor An- 
ninus Pius, to the ſenate, and people of Rome? 
| hould ſooner expect a falfity in a petition, which 


ny body of perſecuted men, imploring juſtice, 


ould preſent to the king and parliament of Great 
britain, than in this apology. Yet in this apolo- 
u which was preſented not fifty years after the 


keath of Sc. John, not only parts of all the four 


elt are quoted, but it is expreſsly ſaid, that on the 
day called Sunday, a portion of them was read in 


the public afſemblies of the chriſtians, - I forbear | 


purſuing this matter farther ; elſe it might eaſily 


be he vn, that probably the goſpels, and certainly 
dome of St. PauPs epiſtles, were known to Clement, 


Imatiur, and Polycarp, contemporaries with the 
poſtles. Theſe men could not quote or refer to 
books which did not exiſt: and therefore, though 


mou could make it out that the book called he 


Nw Teſtament, did not formally exiſt under th t 
ite, till 350 years after Chriſt; yet I hold it to 
be a certain fact, that all the books, of which it 


$ compoled, were written, and moſt of them re- 


«ved by all chxiſtians, within a few: years after 
a e Lys: 
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Lou raiſe a-difficulty relative to the time which Wi .; 
intervened between the death and reſurtection & WW ::; 
Jeſus, who had ſaid, that the Son of man ſhall E er 
three days and three nights in the heart of the earth. Wi . i 


Are you ignorant then, that the jews uſed the 
phraſe three days and three nights, to denote what 
we underſtand by three days? It is ſaid in Gene. 
fis, chap. vii. 12. * The rain was upon the earth 
forty days and forty nights ;”* and this is equivalay 
to the expreſſion, (ver. 17.) „ And the bed wa 
forty days upon the earth.” Inſtead then of ſaying 
three days and three nights, let us ſimply fay, 
and you will not objed to Chriſt's being thre 
days, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, in the heart 
of the earth, I do not ſay that he was in the 
grave the whole of either Friday or Sunday, but 
an hundred inſtances might be produced, from 
writers of all nations, in which a part of a days 
2 of as the whole Thus much for the de 
ence of the hiſtorical part of the New Teſts 
You have introduced an account of Fauſſun u 
denying the genuineneſs of the books of the Old 
Teſtament. Will you permit that great ſcholar 
in ſacred literature, Micbaclit, to tell you ſome 
thing about- this Fauſtus ? He was ignorant, 2 
* were moſt of the African writers, of the Greet 
language, and acquainted with the New Teſts 
ment merely through the channel of the Latn 
« tranſlation : he was not only devoid of a ſuffi 
ent fund of -learning, but illiterate in the bigbel 
degree. An argument which he brings agat 
the genuineneſs of the goſpel affords ſuffic 
ground for this affertion ; for he contends, that 
the goſpel of St. Matthew could not have bees 
« written by St. Matthew himſelf, bgcauſe he s 
always mentioned in the third perſon.” You knov 


, 
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vho has argued like Fauſtus, but I did not'think - 
nrſelf authoriſed on that account to call you illi- 
erate in the higheſt degree; but Michaelis makes 

2 till more ſevere concluſion concerning Fauſtus ; 

and he extends his obſervation to every man who 
like him: A man capable of ſuch an ar- 
gument, muſt be ignorant not only of the Greek 
«writers, the knowledge of which could not have 
been expected from Fauſtus, but even of the 
cCommentaries of Cæſar. And were it thought 
«improbable that ſo heavy a charge could be laid. 
«with juſtice on the fide of his knowledge, it 

i would fall with double weight on the ſide of his 
(honeſty, and induce us to ſuppoſe, that, prefer- 

i ring the arts of ſophiſtry to the plainneſs of truth, 

{he maintained opinions which he believed to be 
(falſe.” (Marſh's Tranſl.) Never more, I think, 
hall we hear of Moſes not being the author of the 
Pentateuch, on account of its being written in 

the third perſon, - © OT TBE! 

Not being able to produce any argument to 
render queſtionable either the genuineneſs or the 
authenticity of St. Paul's Epiſtles, you tell us, 
that © it is a matter of no great importance by © 
* whom they were written, — the writer, who- 
„erer he was, attempts to prove his doctrine by 
ugument: he does not pretend to have been 
vitneſs to any of the ſcenes told of the reſur- 
rtection and aſcenſion, and he declares that he 
had not believed them.” That Paul had fo far 
reliſted the evidence which the apoſtles had given 

& the reſurrection and aſcenſion of Jeſus, as to 
te a perſecutor of the diſciples of "Chriſt, is cer - 
tain; but I do not remember the place where he 
declares that he had not believed them. The high 
prieſt and the ſenate of, the children of Ifracl did 

koi deny the reality of the miracles which had been 


Er 7 
wrought by Peter and the apoſtles ; they did a 
contradit their teſtimony concerning the reſurier- 
tion and the aſcenſion ; but whether they beliex. 
. ed it ot not, they were fired with indignation, and 
took counſel to put the apoſtles io death; and tha 
was alſo the temper of Paul; whether he belier. 
ed or did not believe the flory of the reſurreQtion, 
he was exceedingly mad againſt the ſaints. The 
writer of PauPs Epiſtles does not attempt to prove 
his doQrine by argument; he in many places tells 
us, that his doctrine was not taught him by man, 
or any invention of his own,, which required the 
ingenuity of argument to prove it: certify n. 
brethren, that the goſpel, which was preached of meix 


nut after man. For I neither received it of man, na- 


ther was 1 taught it but by the revelation. of Jeſu 
 Chrift,” Paul does not pretend to be a'witneſs of 
the fory of the reſurrection, but he does much 
more; he aſſerts, that he was himſelf a witneſs of 
the reſurrection. After enumerating many ap- 


peardnces of Jeſus to his diſciples, Paul fays of 


himſelf, Laft off all, he was ſeen of me alſo, ar of 


one bern out of due time.” Whether you will admit 


Paul to have been a true witneſs or not, you cat- 
not deny that he pretends to have been 4 witneſs 


. of the reſurrection. | 


The ſtory of his being ſtruck to the ground, 2 
he was journeying to Damaſcus, has nothing in 

it, you ſay, miraculous or extraordinary: you re- 
preſent him as ſtruck by lightning.— It is ſome- 
what extraordinary for a man, who is ſtruck by 
lightning, to have, at the very time, full poſſel 
fron of his underſlanding; to hear a voice iſſuing 

from the lightning, ſpeaking to him in the Hebres 
tongue, calling him by his name, and entering 
into converſation with him. His companions, Joa 
ſay, .appear not to have ſuffered in the ſame mary 
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zer: —the greater the wonder. If it was a com- 
mon ſtorm of thunder and lightning which flruck 
Paul and all his companions to the ground, it is 
{mewhat extraordinary that he. alone ſhould be 
hurt; and that, notwithſtanding his being ſtruck 
blind by lightning, he ſhould in other reſpects be 
po little hurt, as to be immediately able to walk in- 
to the city of Damaſcus. So difficult is it to op- 
poſe truth by an hypotheſis ! In the character of 


naticiſm; and ſuch men, you obſerve, are never 
good moral evidences of any doctrine they preach. 
—Read, fir, Lord Lyttleton's obſervations on the 
converſion and apoftleſhip of St. Paul; and I think 
you will be convinced of the contrary. That ele- 

nt writer thus expreſſes his opinion on this ſub- 
ect! Beſides all the proofs of the chriſtian reli- 
gion, which may be drawn from the prophecies of 
the Old Teſtament, from the neceſſary connection 
t has with the whole ſyſtem of the jewiſh religion, 
from the miracles of Chriſt, and from the evi- 
dence given of his reſurrection by all the other 
apoſtles, I think the converſion and apoſtleſhip of 


divine revelation.” I hope this opinion will have 


_ 4 {ome weight with you; it is not the opinion of a 
_ lying Bible-prophet, of a ſtupid evangeliſt, or of 
. an a h ab prieſt,---but of a learned layman, whoſe 
ck by Huſtrio us rank received ſplendor from his talents. 
| poſe You are diſpleaſed with St. Paul “ for ſetting 


out to prove the reſurrection of the ſame body. 
You know, 1 preſumes that the reſurrection of the 
kme body is not by off admitted to be a fcriptu- 
tal doctrine.— In the New Teſtament (wherein 
| think are contained all the articles of the chriſ- 

* 1 ä f 


Paul you diſcover a great deal of violence and fa- 


St. Paul alone, duly conſidered, is, of itſelf, a de- 
monſtration ſufficient ro prove chriſtianity to be a 
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tian faith) I find our Saviour and the apoſtles u 
preach e reſurrection of the dead, and the reſurretiin 
from the dead, in many places; but I do not remem. 
ber any place where the reſurrection of the ſame bo- 
dy is ſo much as mentioned.” This obſervation of 
Mr. Locke I fo far adopt, as to deny that you can 

produce any place in the writings of St. Paul, 
wherein he ſets out to prove the reſurrection of the 
ſame body. I do not queſtion che poſſibility of 

the reſurrection of the ſame body, and I am not 
ignorant of the manner in which ſome learned 
men have explained it ; (ſomewhat after the way 
of your vegetative ſpeck in the kernel of a peach;) 
but as you are diſcrediting St. Paul's doctr ine, you 
ought to ſhew that what you attempt to diſcredit 
- is the doctrine of the apoſtle. As a matter ef 
choice, you had rather have a better body—you 
will have a better body,—* yur natural body will 
be raiſed a ſpiritual body, your corruptible will put 
on incorruption. You are ſo much out of humour 
with your preſent body, that you inform us, every 
animal in the creation excels us in ſomething, 
Now I had always thought, that the ſingle cn- 
cumſtance of our having hands, and their having 
none, gave us an infinite ſuperiority not only over 
inſets, fiſhes, ſnails, and ſpiders, (which yop te- 
preſent as excelling us in loco-motive powers, but 
over all the animals of the creation ; and enabled 
us, in the language of Cicero, deſcribing the ma- 
nifold utility of our hands, to make as it were a 
new nature of things. As to what you ſay about 
the conſciouſneſs of exiſtence being the only con- 
ceivable idea of a future life—ic proves nothing, 
either for or againſt the reſbrrection of a body, cr 
of the ſame body; it does not inform us, whe 
ther to anyor to what ſubſtance, material or im- 
material, this conſciouſneſs is annexed, I leave ii, 
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however, to others, who do not admit perſonal . 
identity to conſiſt in conſciouſneſs, to diſpute wit 
you on this point, and willingly fubſcribe to the 
opinion of Mr. Locke, © that nothing but conſci- 
ouſneſs can unite remote exiſtences into the ſame 
perſon.” K N 

From a caterpillar's paſſing into a torpid ſtate 
reſembling death, and afterwards appearing a 
ſplendid butterfly, and from the (ſuppoſed) con- 
ſcioaſneſs of exiſtence which the animal had in 
theſe different Rates, you aſk, © Why muſt I be- 
« ſieve, that the reſurrection of the ſame body is 
« neceſſary to continue in me the conſciouſneſs of 
« exiſtence hereafter ?'—T do not diſlike analogi- 
cal reaſoning, when applied to proper objects, and 
kept within due bounds : but where is it ſaid in 
ſcripture, that the reſurrection of the ſame body 
is neceſſary to continue in you the conſciouſneſs of 
exiſtence? Thoſe who admit a conſcious ſtate of 
the ſoul between death and the reſurrection, will 
contend, that the ſoul is the: ſubſtance in which 
conſciouſneſs is continued without interruption : 
thoſe who deny the intermediate ſtate of the ſoul 
as a ſtate of conſciouſneſs, will contend, that con- 
ſciouſneſs is not deſtroyed by death, but ſuſpend- 
ed by it, as it is ſuſpended during a ſound ſleep, 
ard that it may as eaſily be reſtored after death, 
as after ſleep, during which the faculties of the 
foul are not extin but dormant.—Thoſe who 
think that the ſoul is nothing diftint from the 
compages of the body, not a ſubſtance but a mere 
quality, will maintain, that the conſciouſneſs ap- 
pertaining to every individual perſon is not loſt 
when the body is deſffoyed ;. that it is known to 
Cod; and may, at the general reſurrection, be 
annexed to any ſyſtem of matter he may think fit, 
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or to that particular compages to which it belong. 
ed in this life. 

In reading your book I have been frequently 
ſhocked at the virulence of your zeal, at the inde. 
corum of your abuſe in applying vulgar and of. 
tenſive epithets to men who have been held, and 
who will long, I truſt, continue to be holden, in 
high eſtimation, I know that the ſcar of calum. 
ny is ſeldom wholly effaced, it remains long after 
the wound is healed ; and your abuſe of holy men 
and holy things will be remembered, when your 
arguments againſt them are refuted and forgot- 

en. Moſes you term an arrogant coxcomb, a 
chief aſſaſſin; Aaron, Joſhua, Samuel, David, 
monſters and impoſtors ; the jewiſh kings a parcel 
of iaſcals; Jeremiah and the reſt of the prophets, 
lars ; and Paul a fool; for having written one of 
the ſublimelt compoſitions, and on the moſt im- 
portant ſubject that ever occupied the mind of man 


— the leſſon in our burial ſervice :—this leſſon you 


call a doubtful jargon, as deſtitute of meaning as 
the tolling of the bell at the funeral. Men of low 
condition! preſſed down, as you often are, by ca- 
lamities generally incident to human nature, and 

roaning under burdens of miſery peculiar to your 
condition, what thought you when you heard this 
leſſon read at the funeral of your child, your pa- 
rent, or your friend? Was it mere jargon to you, 
as deſtitute of meaning as the tollin of a bell: 


No. You underſtood from it, that you would not 


all ſleep, but chat you would all be changed in a 
moment at the laſt trump ; you underſtood from 
it, that this corruptible muſt put on incorruption, 
that this mortal muſt put on immortality, and that 
death would be ſwallowed up in victory; you un- 
derſtood from it, that if (notwithſtanding profane 
attempts to ſubvert your faith) ye continue ſted- 
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fat, unmoveable, always abounding in the work 
of the Lord, your labour will not be in vain. * 

You ſeem fond of diſplaying your {kill in ſcience 
and philoſophy ; you ſpeak more than once of 
Euclid ; and, in cenſuring St. Paul, you intimate 
to us, that when the apoſtle ſays, one (tar differ- 
eth from another ſtar in glory, he ought to have 
ſaid, in diſtance. All men fe that one ſtar differ- 
eth from another ſtar in glory or brightneſs ; but 
few men Kno that their difference in brightneſs 
ariſes from their difference in diſtance ; and I beg 
leave to ſay, that even you, philoſopher as you 
are, do not 4n9w it: You make an affumption 
which you cannot prove ; that the ſtars are eqzal 
in magnitude; and placed at different diſtances from 
the earth: but you cannot prove that they are not 
different in magnitude, and placed at equal diſtan- 
ces, though none of them may be ſo near to the 
earth, as to have any ſenſible annual parallax. I 
beg pardon of my readers tor touching upon this 
- ſabje& ; but it really moves one's indignation, to 
ſee a ſmattering in philoſophy urged as an argu- 
ment againſt the veracity of an apoſtle.— Little 
learning is a dangerous thing.” | 957 

Paul, you ſay, affects to be a naturaliſt; and to 
prove (you might more properly have ſaid illuſ- 
trate) his ſyſtem of reſurrection from the princi- 
ples of vegetation “ Thou fiol ſays he, that 
which thou ſonueſt is not quickened except it die to 
which one might reply, in his own language, and 
fay, „Thou fool, Paul, that which thou ſoweſt 
is not quickened except it die nt.” It may be 
ſeen, I think, from this paſſage, who affects to be 
a naturaliſt, to be acquainted with the microſcopi- 
cal diſcoveries of modern times ; which were pro- 
bably neither known to Paul, nor t6 the Corinthi- 
aus; and which, had they been known to them 
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both, would have been of little uſe in the illuſtra. 
tion of the ſubject of tile reſurrection. Paul ſaid, 
that which thou ſoweſt is not quickened except it 
dic : every huſbandman in Corinth, though una. 
ble perhaps to define the term death, would un— 
derſtand the apoſtle's phraſe in a popular ſenſe, 
and agree with him that a grain of wheat muſt be. 
come rotten in the ground before it could ſprout; 
and that, as God raiſed from a rotten grain of 
wheat, the roots, the ſtem, the leaves, the ear of 
a new plant, he might alſo cauſe a new body to 
ſpring up from the rotten carcaſe in the grave. 
Doctor Clarke obſerves, „In like manner as in 
every grain of corn there is contained a minute in- 
ſenſible ſeminal principle, which is itſelf the entire 
future blade and ear, and in due ſeaſon, when all 
the reſt of the grain is corrupted, evolves and un- 
folds itſelf viſibly to the eye; ſo our preſent mor. 
tal and corruptible body may be but the exuvie, as 
it were, of ſome hidden and at preſent inſenſible 
principle, (poſſibly the preſent ſeat of the ſoul) 
which at the reſurrection {ball diſcover itſelf in its 
proper form.” I do not agree with this great 
man (tor ſuch I eſteem him) in this philoſophical 
conjecture; but the quotation may ſerve to ſhew 
you, that the germ does not evolve and unfold it- 
ſelf viſibly to the eye till all the reſt of the grain 
is corrupted ; that io, in the language and meaning 
of St. Paul, till it dies. Though the authority of 
Jeſus may have as little weight with you as that of 
Paul, yet it may not be improper to quote to you 
our Saviour's expreflion ; when he foretells the 
numerous diſciples which his death would preduce 
Except a corn of wheat fall ints the ground, and 
die, it abideth al-ne : but if it die, it bring.th farth 
much fruit.”---You perceive from this, that the 
' jews thought the death of the grain was neceſſary 
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ts its reproduction: hence every one may ſee what 
little reaſon you had to obje& to the apoſtle's po- 
pular illuſtration of the poſſibility of a reſurrec- 
tion. Had he known as much as any naturaliſt in 
Europe does, of the progreſs of an animal from 
one ſtate to another, as from a worm to a butter- 
fly, (which you think applies to the caſe) I am of 
opinion he would not have uſed that illuſtration in 
reference to what he has uſed, -which is obvious 
and fatisfaQory. | 
Whether the fourteen epiſtles aſcribed to Paul, 
were written by him or not, is, in your judgment, 
2 matter of indifference. So far from being a 
matter of indifference, I conſider the genuineneſs 
of St. Paul's epiſtles to be a matter of the greateſt 
importance; for if the epiltles, aſcribed to Paul, were 
witten by him (and there is unqueſtionable proof 
that they were) it will be difficult for you, or for 
any man, upon fair principles of ſound reaſoning, 
to deny that the chriſtian religion is true. The ar. 
ument is a ſhort one, and obvious to every capa- 
city. It ſtands thus: St. Paul wrote ſeveral let- 
ters to thoſe whom, in different countries, he had 
converted to the chriſtian faith; in theſe letters he 


.afirms two things : firſt, that he had , wrought 


miracles in their preſence ; ſecondly, that many 
of themſelves had received the gift of. tongues, 
and other miraculous gifts of the Holy Ghoſt. 
The perſons to whom theſe letters were addreſſed 
muſt, on reading them, have certainly known, 
whether Paul affirmed what was true, or told a 
plain lie; they muſt have known, whether they 
had ſeen him work miracles ; they mult have been 
conſcious, whether they themſelves did or did not 
poſſeſs any miraculous gifts. Now can you, or 
can any man, believe, for a moment, that Paul 
( man certainly of great abilities) would have 
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written public letters, full of lies, and which could 


his letters were read? Paul could not be guilty 
of falfehood in theſe two points, or in either of 
them; and if either of them be true, the chriſtian 
religion is true. References to theſe two points 
are frequent in St. Paul's epiſtles : I will mention 
only a few. In his Epiſtle to the Galatians, he 
ſays (chap. iii. 2. 5.) This only would ] learn of 
you, received ye the ſpirit (gifts of the ſpirit) by the 
wort the law? He miniftereth to you the ſpirit, 


lonians he ſays (1 Theſſ. ch. i. 5.) “ Our goſpel came 
not unto you in word only, but alſa in power, and in 
the Holy Ghojt.”” To the Corinthians he thus ex- 
preſſes himſelf. (1 Cor. ii. 4 ) My preaching was 
not with enticing words of man's wiſdom, but in the 
demonſtration of the ſpirit and of power :*" and he 
adds the reaſon for his working minactes—* That 
your faith ſhould not ſtand in the wiſdom of men, but in 
the power of God. With what alacrity would the 
faction at Corinth, which oppoſed the apoſtle, have 
laid hold of this and many ſimilar declarations in 
the letter, had they been able to have detected 
any falſehood in them? There is no need to mul- 
tiply words on ſo clear a point; the genuineneſs 
of Paul's Epiſtles proves their authenuicity, inde- 
pendently of every other proof; for it is abſurd 
in the extreme to ſuppoſe him, under circumſlan- 
ces of obvious detection, capable of advancing 
what was not true; and if Paul's Epiſtles be both 
genuine and authentic, the chriſtian religion is 
true. Think of this argument. 2233 
You cloſe your obſervations in the following 
manner :—* Should the Bible (meaning, as I 


Teſtament hereafter fall, it is not I that have been 


not fail of being diſcovered to be lies, as ſoon as 


and worketh miracles among you.” To the Theſla 


have before remarked, the Old Teſtament) and 
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the occaſion.” You look, I think, upon your 
action with a parent's partial eye, when you 
peak of it in ſuch a ſtyle of ſelf-complacency, 
The Bible, fir, has withſtood the learning of Par- 
759, and the power of Fulian, to ſay nothing of 
the manichean Fauſftur ; it has reſiſted the genius 
of Bolingbroke, and the wit of Voltaire, to ſay no- 
thing . numerous herd of inferior aſſailants; and 
it will not fall by your force. You have barbed 
anew the blunted arrows of former adverſaries ; 
you have feathered them with blaſphemy and ri- 
dicule.; dipped them in your deadlieſt poiſon ; 
imed them with your utmoſt ſkill ; ſnot them 
againſt the ſhield of faith with your utmoſt vi- 
gour; but, like the feeble javelin of aged Priam, 
they will ſcarcely reach the mark, will tall to the 
ground without a ſtroke. 


- 
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LETTER X. 


Th E remaining part of your work can hardly 

be made, the ſubje& of animadverſion. It prin. 

cipally conſiſts of unſupported aſſertions, abuſive 

appellations, illiberal ſarcaſms, ſtrifes of word, 
profane babblings, and oppoſitions of ſcience falſely 
called. I am hurt at beings in mere juſtice to 

ſubject, under the neceſlity of uſing ſuch harſk 

language ; and am fincerely ſorry that, from 

what cauſe I know not, your mind has received 

a wrong bias in every point — revealed 

religion. You are capable of better things ; for 

there is a philoſophical ſublimity in ſome of your 

ideas, when you ſpeak of the Supreme Being, as 

the creator of the univerſe. That you may not 

_ accuſe me of diſreſpeR, in paſſing over any patt Wl /- 

of your work without beſtowing proper attention Wi | 

upon it, I will wait upon you through what you , 

| call your —concluſion. li 

You refer your reader to the former part of the Wl ©: 

Age if Reaſm; in which you have ſpoken of what 

you eſteem three frauds, myſtery, miracle, and 

prephecy. I have not at hand the book to which 

you refer, and know not what you have faid on 

- "theſe ſubjects; they are ſubjects of great impor 

tance, and we, probably, ſhould differ eſſentially 

in our opinion concerning them; but, I confels 

I am not ſorry to be excuſed from examining wht 


you have ſaid on theſe points. The ſpecimen ct 
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wur reaſoning, which is now before me, has ta- 
len from me every inclination to trouble either 
mr reader, or myſelf, with any obſervations on 
tour ſormer book. \ 

" You admit the poſſibility of God's revealing his 
xill to man; yet © the thing ſo revealed,” you ſay, 
« is revelation to the — only to whom it is 
made; his account of it to another is not reve- 
« |ation.” This is true; his account is ſimple. 
tellimony. You add, there is no“ poſſible cri- 
« terion to judge of the truth of what he ſays.” 
This I poſitively deny ; and contend, that a real 
miracle, performed in atteſtation of a revealed 
truth, is a certain criterion by which we may 
judge of the truth of that atteſtation. I am per- 
fectly aware of the objections which may be made 
to this poſition ; I have examined them with care ; 
[acknowledge them to be of weight ; but I do not 
ſpeak unadviſedly, or as wiſhing to dictate to other 
men, when I ſay, that I am perſuaded the poſi- 
von is true. So thought Moſes, when, in the 
matter of Korah, he ſaid to the Iſraelites, / 
lee men die the common death of all men, then the 
Lird bath not ſent me.” So thought Elijah, when 
be faid, * Lord God of Abraham, Iſaac, and »f If 
fel, let it be łnaaun this day, that thou art God in 
lirael, and that I am thy ſervant ;”” and the people 
beſore whom he ſpake, were of the ſame opinion 
for, when the fire of the Lord fell, and conſumed 
the burnt ſacrifice, they ſaid, * The Lord he is the 
6:4.” So thaught our Saviour, when he ſaid, 
* The works that I do in my Father's name, they bear 
witneſs of me,; and, * if 1 ds not the work: of my 
Father, believe me not.“ What reaſon have we to 
believe Jeſus ſpeaking in the goſpel, and to diſbe- 
lere Mahomet ſpeaking in the Koran? Both of 
dem lay claim to a divine coinniiſſion; and yet 
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we receive the words of the one as a revelation 
from God, and we reje& the words of the oths 
as an impoſture of man. The reaſon is evident, 
Jeſus eſtabliſhed his pretenſions, not by alledying 
any ſecret communication with the Deity, but by 
working numerous and indabitable miracles u 
the preſence of thouſands, and which the mc 
bitter and watchful of his enemies could not dit 
allow; but Mahomet wrought no miracles at al. 
Nor is a miracle the only criterion by which we 
may judge of the truth of a relation. If a ſeries d 
prophets ſhould, through -a courſe of many ces 
turies, predi the appearance of a certain perſon, 
whom God would, at a particular time, ſend into 
the world for a particular end; and at length; 
perſon ſhould appear, in whom all che prediction 
were minutely accompliſhed ; ſuch a completion 
of prophecy would be a criterion'of the truth cf. 
that revelation, which that perſon ſhould deliver 
to mankind. Or if a perſon ſhould now fay (2 
many falſe prophets have ſaid, and are daily fag 
ing) that he had a commiſſion to declare the wi 
of God; and, as a proof of his veracity, ſhould 
predict that, after his death, he would riſe from 
the dead on the third day; the completion of ſuch 
a prophecy would, I preſume, be a ſufficient cr 
terion of the truth of what this man might hare 
ſaid concerning the will of God. Now I tell yu 
ſays Jeſus to his diſciples, concerning Judas, who 
was to betray him) before it come, that when it i: 
come to paſs ye may believe that I am he. In various 
parts of the goſpels our Saviour, with the utmol 
propriety, claims to be received as the meſſenger 
of God, not only from the miracles which be 
wrought, but from the prophecies which were 
fulfilled in his perſon, and from the predicos 
which he himſelf delivered. Hence, inſtead d 
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re being no criterion by which we may judge 
che truth of the chriſtian revelation, there are 
arly three. It is an eaſy matter to uſe an in- 
eccrous Aippancy of language in ſpeaking of the 
chritian religion, and with a ſupercilious negli- 
cence to claſs Chriſt and his apoſtles amongſt the 
;npoſtors who have figured in the world; but it 
not, I think, an ealy matter for any man, of 
god ſenſe and ſound erudition, to make an im- 
prtial examination into any one of the three 
rounds of chriſtianity which I have here men- 
toned, and to 1ejedct it. 

What is it, you aſk, the Bible teaches? The 
ophet Micah ſhall anſwer you: it teaches us 
6 t; d; juſtly, to lade mercy, and to walk humbly with 
r Cod; —juſtice, mercy, and piety, inſtead of 
rhat you contend for—rapine, cruelty, and mut- 


taches us? You anſwer your queſtion, 10 believe 
tat the Almighty committed debauchery with a aunman. 
Abſurd and impious aſſertion! No, fir, no; this 
profane doctrine, this miſerable tuff, this blaſphe- 
mous perverſion of ſcripture, is your doctrine, not 
that of the New Teſtament. I will tell you the 
fon which it teaches to infidels as well as be- 


levers; it is a leſſon which philoſophy never 
ell vu, taught, which wit cannot ridicule, nor ſophiftry 
„ who prove; the leſſon is this: “ The dead ſhall bear 
1 it in vice of the San of God, and they that heur ſhall 
-arious e: all that are in their graves ſhall come forth ; they 
utmolt tat have done g99d, unts the reſurrettion of lie; and 
ſſenger they that have done evil, unto the reſurrection of dam 


nal inn. 
The moral precepts of the goſpel are ſo well 
ned to promote the happineſs of mankind in this 


ture enjoyment of that bleſſedneſs, of which, in 


* 


r. What is it, you demand, the Teſtament 


world, and to prepare human nature for the fu- 
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our prefent ſtate, we can form no conception, tha 
I had no expectation they would have met with 
vour diſapprobation. You ſay, however, « 4, 
« to the ſcraps of morality that are irregular 
and thinly ſcattered in thoſe books, they male 
no part of the pretended thing, revealed religion.” 
&« Whatfiever ye would that men ſhould do to you, 4 
« ye even ſo to them. Is this a ſcrap of morality? 
Is it not rather the concentered eſſence of al 
ethics, the vigorous root from which every branch 
of moral duty towards cach other may be derived? 
Duties, you know, are diſtinguiſhed by moraliſts 
into duties of perfect and imperfect obligation: 
does the Bible teach you nothing, when it inſtrucs 
you, that this diſtinction is done away? when it 
bids you put on bowels of mercies, kindneſs, hun. 
bleneſs of mind, meekneſs, long-ſuffering, forbearing ar 
another and forgiving one another, if any man have 
quarrel againſt any,” Theſe, and precepts ſuch a 
theſe, you will in vain look for in the codes of 
Frederic, or Fuſtinian; you cannot find them in 
our ſtatute books; they were not taught, nor are 
they taught, in the ſchools of heathen philoſophy; 
or, if ſome one or two of them ſhould chance to 
be glanced at by a Plato, a Seneca, or a Cicero, 
they are not bound upon the conſciences of man- 
kind by any ſanction. It is in the goſpel, and in 
the goſpel alone, that we learn their importance; 
acts of benevolence and brotherly love may be, to 
an unbeliever, voluntary acts, to a chriſtian they 
are indiſpenſable duties. Is a new commandment n0 
part of revealed religion? H new commandment 
I give unto you, That ye love one another.” The lan 
chriſtian benevolence is enjoined us by Chri 
himſelf in the moſt ſolemn manner, as the dilti- 
guiſhing badge of our being his diſeiples. 


+ 
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Two precepts you particularize as inconfiftent 
rich the dignity and the nature of man: at of 
wt reſenting injuries ; and that of lyoing enemies.—- 
Who but yourſelf, ever interpreted literally the 
prorerbial phraſe, a man ſimite thee on thy right 
gel, turn to him the other alſs.” Did Jeſus him-_ 
elf turn the other cheek when the officer of the 
gh prieſt ſmote him? It is evident, that a pa- 
vent acquieſcence under ſlight perſonal injuries, is 
here enjoined ; and that a proneneſs to revenge, 
which inſtigates men to ſavage acts of brutality, 
for every trifling offence, is forbidden. As to 
bring enemies, it is explained, in another place, 
to mean the doing them all the good m our pow- 
er; © if thine enemy hunger, feed him; if he 
« thirſt, give him drink :?? and what think you is 
more likely to preſerve peace; and to promote 
lind affections amongſt men, than the returning 
good for evil? Chriſtianity does not order us te 
love in proportion to the injury ; “it does not offer 
2 premium for a crime,“ it orders us to let our be- 
nevolence extend alike to all, that we may emu- 
late the benignity of. God himſelf, who maketh ' 
« bis ſun to riſe on the evil and on the good.” 

In the law of Moſes, retaliation for deliberate 
injuries had been ordained; an eye for an eye, u tooth 
fir a taath. Ariſtetle, in his treatiſe of morals, 
lays, that ſome thought retaliation of perſonal 
wrongs an equitable proceeding ; Rhadamanthus is 
laid to have given it his ſanction; the decemviral 
laws allowed it; the common law of England 
did not forbid it; and it is ſaid to be till the law 
of ſome countries, even in chriſtendom: but the 
mild ſpirit of chriſtianity abſolutely prohibits, not 
only the retaliation of injuries, but the indulgence 
« every reſentful propenſity. N 


/ 
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It has been,” you affirm, © the ſcheme cf, 
e chriſtian church, to hold man in ignorance q 
the Creator, as it is of government to hold hin 
jn ignorance of his rights.” I appeal to th 
plain ſenſe of any honeſt man, to judge whether 
this repreſentation be true in either particuly, 
When he attends the ſervice of the church, doe 
he diſcover any deſign in the miniſter to keep him 
m ignorance of his Naber ? Are not the public 
prayers in which he joins, the leſſons which are 
read to him, the ſermons which are preached to 
him, all calculated to impreſs upon his mind 2 
firong conviction of the mercy, juſtice, holinel, 
power, and wiſdom of the one adorable God, 
bleſſed for ever! By theſe means which the chriſ 
tian church hath provided for our inftruRion, I 
will venture to ſay, that the moſt unlearned con- 
egation of chriſtians in Great Britain have more 
juſt and ſublime conceptions of the Creator, a 
more perfect knowledge of their duty towards him, 
and a 1 inducement to the practice of vi. 
tue, holineſs, and temperance; than all the phi- 
loſophers of all the heathen countries in the world 
ever had, or now have. If, indeed, your ſcheme 
ſhould take place, and men ſhould no longer be- 
lieve their Bible, then would they ſoon become 2 
ignorant of the Creator, as all the world was 
when God called Abraham from his kindred; and 
as all the world, which has had no communication 
with either jews or chriſtians, now is. Then 
would they ſoon bow down to Rocks and ſtones, 
kiſs their hand (as they did in the time of Job, ard 
as the poor African does now) to the moon walkiry 
in brightneſs, and deny the God. that is above ; then 
would they worſhip Jupiter, Bacchus, and Venus 
and emulate, in the tranſcendent flagitioufnek d 
their lives, the impure morals of their gods. 


2 
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What deſign has government to keep 1 
W i:norance of their rights? None whatever. All 
ni ſtateſmen are perſuaded, that the more men 


know of their rights, the better ſubjects they will 
| become. Subjects, not from neceſſity but choice, 
xe the firmeſt friends of every government. The 
people of Great Britain are well acquainted with 
their natural and ſocial rights; they underſtand 
them better than the people of any other country 
o; they know that they have a right to be free, 


not only from the capricious tyranny of any one 


man's will, but from the more afflicting deſpotiſm 
of republican factions; and it is this very know- 
ledge which attaches them to the conſtitution of 
their country. I have no fear that the people 


fhould know too much of their rights ; my fear 


is that they ſhould not know them in all their re- 
lations, and to their full extent. The government 
does not deſire that men ſhould remain in igno- 
rance of their rights ; but it both defires, -and re- 
quires, that they ſhould not diſturb the public 
peace, under vain pretences ; that they ſhould 
make themſelyes acquainted, not merely with the 
rights, but with the duties alſo of men in civil ſo- 
ciety. I am far from ridiculing (as ſome have 
done) the rights of man; Lhave long ago under- 
ſtood, that the poor as well as the rich, and that 
the rich as well as the poor, have, by nature, ſome 
tights, which no human government can juſtly: 
take from them, without their tacit or expreſs con- 
{:nt ; and ſome alſo which they themſelves have 
no power to ſurrender to any government. One 
of the principal rights of man, ina ſtate either of 
nature or of ſociety, is a right of property.in the 
fruits of his induſtry, ingenuity, or good fortune. 


Does government hold any man in ignorance of , 
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this right? So much the contrary, that the cis 
care of government is to declare, aſcertain, my. 
dity, and defend this right ; nay, it gives righ, 
where nature gives none; it protects 4 goods of 
an inteſtate; and it allows a man, at his death, 
to diſpoſe of that property, which the law of nz. 
ture would cauſe to revert into the common flock. 
Sincerely as I am attached to the liberties of man. 
kind, I cannot but profeſs myſelf an utter enemy 
to that ſpurious philoſophy, that democratic, inf 
nity, which would equalize all property, and level 
all diſtinctions in civil ſociety. Perſinal diftindi. 
ons, ariſing from ſuperior probity, learning, elo. 
quence, ſkill, courage, and from every other ex 
cellency of talents, are the very blood and nerve 
of the body politic ; they animate the whole, and 
invigorate every part ; without them, its bones 
would become reeds, and its marrow water; it 
would preſently ſink into a fetid ſenſeleſs maſs of 
corruption.—Power may be uſed for private ends, 
and in oppoſition to the public good ; rank may be, 
improperly conferred, and inſolently ſuſtained; 
riches may be wickedly acquired, and viciouſly 
applied: but as this is neither neceſſarily, nor ge- 
nerally the caſe, I cannot agree with thoſe who, 
in aſſerting the natural equality of men, ſpurn the 
inſtituted diſtinctions attending power, rank, and 
riches.—But I mean not to enter into any diſcuf- 
fion on this ſubjeR, farther than to ſay, that your 
crimination of government appears to me to be 
wholly unfounded ; and to expreſs my hope, that 
no one individual will be ſo far miſled by diſquiſ- 
tions on the rights of man, as to think that he has 
any right to do wrong; as to forget that other 
men have rights as well as he. 6 | 
You are animated with proper ſentiments of p. 


| ety, when you ſpeak of the ſtructure of the um. 
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57ſec, No one, indeed, Ab eb ders it with at- 
tention, can fail of having his mind filled with 


right. the ſupremeſt veneration tor its Author. Who 
ds of can contemplate, without aſtoniſhment, the mo- 
leath, ton of a comet, running far beyond the orb. of 
f na. Saturn, endeavouring to eſcape into the pathleſs 
lock. regions of unbounded ſpace, yet ſeeling, at its 
1 u:moſt diſtance, the attractive influence of the 
nemy ſun, hearing, as it were, the voice of God arreſt- 
; Ins ing its progreſs, and compelling it, after a lapſe 
| level of ages, to reiterate its ancient courſe ? Who can 
inci comprehend the diſtance of the ſtars from the 
elo. earth, and from each other ?—lt is ſo great that it 
der en. mocks our conception; our very imagination is 
nerves terrified, confounded, and loſt, when we are told, 
e, and that a ray of light, which moves at the rate of 
bones above ten millions of miles in a minute, will not, 
(er; it though emitted at this inſtant from the brighteſt 
aſs of tar, reach the earth in leſs than ſix years. —We 
e ends, think this earth a great globe; and we ſee theſad 
nay be rickedneſs which individuals are often guilty of, 
ained ; in ſcraping together a little of its dirt: we view, 
ciouſly rich ſtill greater aſtoniſhment and horror, the 
* mighty ruin which has, in all ages, been brought 
e who, von human kind, by the low ambition of con- 
__ tending powers, to acquire a temporary poſſeſſion 


of a little portion of its ſurface. But how does 
the whole of this globe ſink, as it were, to nothing. 
be when we conſider that a million of earths will 
* ſcarcely equal the bulk of the ſun: that all the 
lars are ſuns; and that millions of ſuns conſtitute, 
1 * probably, but a minute portion of that material 
| veel vorld, which God hath diſtributed through the 
9 immenſity of ſpace? Syſtems, however, of in- 
ſenſidle matter, though arranged in exquiſite or- 
der, prove only the wiſdom and the power of the 
- K 2 ; ; 


Ve look tor ſomething more for his goodneſs; ; 


But why ſhould we ſtop here? why not conten- 


{ 148.) 
eat Architect of nature. As percipient beings, 


and we cannot open our eyes without ſeeing it, 
Every portion of the earth, ſea, and air, is ful! 
of ſenſitive beings, capable, in their reſpective or. 
ders, of enjoying the good things which God hx 
prepared for their comfort. All the orders of be. 
ings are enabled to propagate their kind ; and thy: 
proviſion is made for a ſucceſſive continuation af 
happineſs. Individuals yield to the law of diſſolu- 
tion in{eparable from the material ſtructure of their 
bodies: but no gap is thereby left in exiſtence ; 
their place is occupied by other individuals caps. 
ble of participating in the goodneſs of the Al. 
mighty. Contemplations ſuch as theſe fill the 
mind with humility, benevolence, and piety. 


—w_ oo woo owt Uo. nd” omit 7 
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plate the goodneſs of God in. the redemption, as 
well as in the creation of the world? By the 
death of his only begotten Son Jeſus Chriſt, he 
hath redeemed the whole human race from the 
eternal death, which the tranſgreſſion of Adam 
had entailed on all his poſterity. You believe vo- 
thing about the tranſgreſſion of Adam. The hi- 
tory of Eve and the ſerpent excites your contempt; 
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you will not admit that it is either a real hiſtory, Bil © 


or an allegorical repreſentation of death entering 
into the world through fm, through diſobedience ul 
to the command of God. Be it ſo. You find, U 


however, that death doth reign over all mankind, * 


by whatever mean it was introduced: this is not ll © 
Aa matter of belief, but of lamentable knowledge. at 
The New Teſtament tells us, that, through the o 
merciful diſpenſation of God, Chrift hath ore. 
come death, and reſtored man to that immortality 0 
which Adam had loſt: this alſo you refuſe to be * 
lieve. Why ? Becauſe you cannot account fortbe Wl 3 
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propriety of this redemption. Miſerable reaſon f 
tupid objection ! What ts there that you can ac- 
count for? Not for the germination of a blade of 

not for the fall of the leaf of the foreſt ; 
and will you refuſe to eat of the fruits of the earth, 
becauſe God hath not given you wiſdom equal to 
bis own? Will you refuſe to lay hold on immortali- 
, becauſe he has not given you, becauſe he, pro- 
bably, could not give to ſuch a being as man, a 
full manifeſtation of the end for which he deſigns 
him, nor of the means requiſite for the attainment 
of that end? What father ob a family can make 


[vel to the apprehenſion of his infant children, 


all the views of happineſs which his paternal good- 


nels is preparing for them? How can he explain 


to them the utility of reproof, correction, inſtruc- 


tion, example, of all the various means by which 


he forms their minds to piety, temperance, and 
probity ? We are children in the hand of God; 
we are in the very infancy of our exiſtence; jult 


ſeparated from the womb of eternal duration ; it 


may not be poſſible for the Father of the univerſe 
to explain to us (infants in apprehenſion !) the 
gcodneſs and the wiſdom of his dealings with the 
ſons of men. What qualities of mind will be ne- 


ceſſary for our well-doing through all eternity, we 


know not; what diſcipline in this infancy of ex- 
tence may be neceſſary for generating theſe qua- 
ities, we know not; whether God could or could 
not, conſiſtently with the general good, have for- 
diren the tranſgreſſion of Adam, without any 
atonement, we know not; whether the malignity 
ſin be not ſo great, ſo oppoſite to the general 
zo0d, that it cannot be forgiven whilſt it exiſts, 
bat is, whilſt the mind retains a propenſity to it, 
re know not: ſo that if there ſhould be much 


Neater difficulty in comprehending the mode ef 
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where? What think you of an omniſcient Being, 


nocence, fin and duty? What think you of the 


( 150 ) | 
God's moral government of mankind than there 
really is, there would be no 1caſon for doubting of 


its rectitude. If the whole human race be conſi- 
dered as but one ſmall member of a large com- 
munity of free and intelligent beings of diſſerent 
orders, and if this whole community be ſubject to 


diſcipline and laws productive of the greateit poſh. 


ble good to the whole ſyſtem, then may we {till 
more reaſonably ſuſpect our capacity to compre- 


hend the wiſdom and goodneſs of all God's pro- 


ceedings in the moral government of the univerſe. 
You are laviſh in your praiſe of deiſm; it is ſo 
much better than atheiſm, that I mean not to ſay 
any thing to its diſcredit; is is not, however, 
without its difficulttes. What think you of an un- 
cauſed cauſe of every thing ? of a Being who has 
no relation to time, not being older to-day than 
he was yeſterday, nor younger to-day than he will 
be to-morrow ? who has no relation to ſpace, not 
being a part here and a part there, or a whole any , 


who cannot know the future actions of a man? 
Or, if his omniſcience enables him to know them, 
what think you of the contingency of human ac- 
tions? And if human actions are not contingent, 
what think you of the morality of actions, of the 
diſtinction between vice and virtue, crime and in- 
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infinite goodneſs of a Being, who exiſted through 
eternity, without any emanation of his goodnels ar 


maniſefted in the creation of ſenſitive beings? Or, it 
if you contend that there has been an eternal cre- Is 
ation, what think you of an effect coeval with is Bi tr 
cauſe, of matter not poſterior to its Maker? th 
What think you of the exiſtence of evil, mori ch 


and natural, in the work of an infinite Being, 


powerful, wiſe, and good? What think you of 


have little expectation; as a Ehriftian,-I have no 
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the gift of freedom of will, when the abuſe of 
freedom becomes the cauſe of general miſery? I 
could propoſe to your conſideration a great many 
other queſtions of a ſimilar tendency, the con- 
templation of which has driven not a few from 
deilm to atheiſm, juſt as the difficulties in reveal- 
ed religion have driven yourſelf, and ſome others, 
{com chriitianity to deiſm. 

For my ewn pat, I can ſee no reaſon why ei- 
ther revealed or natural religion ſhould be aban- 
doned, on account of the difficulties which attend 
either of them. I look up to the incomprehenſi- 
ble Maker of heaven and earth with unſpeakable 
admiration and felf-annihilation, and am a deilt. 
—[I contemplate, with the utmoſt gratitude and 
tumility of mind, his unſearchable wiſdom and 
goodneis in the redemption of the world from 
eternal death, through the intervention of his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt, and am a chriſtian.— As a deiſt, I 


— o 


_— 


doubt of a future ſtate. I ſpeak for myſelf, and 
may be in an error, as to the ground of the firſt 
part of this opinion. You, and other men, may 
conclude differently. From the inert nature of 
matter, from the faculties of the human mind, 
tom the apparent imperfection of God's moral 
government of the world, from many modes of 
analogical reaſoning, and from other ſources, 
ſome of the philoſophers of antiquity did collect, 
and modern philoſophers may, perhaps, collect a- 
lirong probability of a ſuture exiſtence, but (which 
5 quite a diſtin queſtion) of a future ſtate of re- 
tibution, proportioned to our mozal conduct in 
thi: world. Far pe it from me to looſen any of 
the obligations to virtue; but I muſt confeſs, that 
l cannot, from the ſame ſources of argumenta- 
don, derive any, poſitive aſſurance on che ſubject. 
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Think then with what thankfulneſs of heart I re. 
ceive the word of God, which tells me that though 


* 


Shall all be made alive.” I lay hold on “ eternal ii 


of all, the Saviour, the Advocate, and the Judge 


— 


1 


in Adam (by the condition of our nature) al 
die; yet * in Chrift (by the covenant of grace 


as the giſt of Ged through Jeſus Chriſt ;” I conſider 
it not as any appendage to the nature I derive 


from Adam, but as the free gift of the Almighty, 
through his Son, whom he hath conſtituted Lord 


of human kind. 


„ Deiſm,” you affirm, “ teaches us, withort | 


„ tke poſſibility of being miſtaken, all that is ne- 
« ceflary:or proper to be known.” There are | 
three things, which all reaſonable men admit are 
neceſſary and proper to be known; the being of 
God; the providence of God; a future ſtate of 
retribution. Whether theſe three truths are 6 
taught us by deiſm, that there is no poſlibility of 
being miſtaken coricerning any of them, let the, 
hiſtory of philoſophy, and of idolatry, and ſu- 
perſtitipn, in all ages and countries, determine. 
A volume might be filled with an account of the 
miſtakes into which the greateſt reaſoners hare 
fallen, and of the uncertainty in which they lived, 
with reſpect to every one of theſe points. I will 
advert, briefly, only to the laſt of them. Not 
withſtanding the illuſtrious labours of Gaſens, 
Cudwerth, Clarke, Baxter, and of above two hun- 
dred other modern writers on the ſubject, the . 
tural mortality or immortality of the human foul 


is as little underſtood by us, as it was by the pi 
loſophers of Greece or Rome. The oppoſite op- 


nions of Plats and of Epicurus on this ſubjed, 
have their ſeveral ſupporters amongſt the learned 
of the preſent age, in Great Britain, German, 
France, Italy, in every enlightened. part of de 


( 153. } 
rorld; and they who have been moſt ſeriouſly oc- 
cupied in the ſtudy of the queſtion concerning a 
{ture tate, as deducible from the nature of the 
zuman ſou], are leaſt diſpoſed to give ſrom reaſon 
z politive deciſion of it either way. The impor- 
tance of revelation is by nothing rendered more 
apparent, than by the diſcordant ſentiments of 


ighty, l:arned and good men (for I ſpeak'not of the ig- 


| Lord norant and immoral) on this point. "They ſhew 
Judge the inſufficiency of human reaſon, in a courſe of 

above two thouſand years, to unfold the myſteries 
vithort of human nature, and to furniſh, from the con- 
t is ne- tcmplation of it, any aſſurance of the quality of 
ere are our future condition. If you ſhould ever become 
mit are perſuaded of this inſufficiency, (and you can ſcarce 
eing of fail of becoming ſo, if you examine the matter 
tate of deeply) you will, if you act rationally, be diſpoſ- 
are ſo ed to inveſtigate, with ſeriouſneſs and impartiality, 


ulity of the truth of chriſtianity. You will ſay of the goſ- 
let the . pel, as the Northumbrian heathens faid of Pauli- 
and ſu- zu, by whom they were converted to the chriſtian 


er mine. religion. The more we reflect on the nature of 
of the our ſouls, the leſs we know of it! Mmhilſt it ani- 
rs hare * mates our body, we may know ſome of 1ts pro- 
y lived, * perties ; but when once ſeparated, we know not 
I will (hither it goes, or from whence it came. Since, 
. Not chen, the goel pretends to give us clearer notions 


Gaſſendi, * of theſe matters, we ought to hear it, and lay- 
wo hun- *ing aſide all paſſion and prejudice, follow that 
the n4- * which ſhall appear moſt conformable to right 
an ſou! ' reaſon.” | 


the pi What a bleſſing is it to bein 5, with ſuch limit- 


fite op ed capacities as our's confeſſedly are, to have God 
ſubjed, himſelf for our inſtructor in every thing which it 
learned much concerns.us to know! We ate principally 
ermany, concerned in knowing—not the origin of arts, or 


; of the de recondite depths of ſcience - not the hiſtories 


* 
r 
. a 3 n N i a. 

- © #&L: - * N F —_ a k k 


2 
* 


_ 2 
„* * 4 = 3 
n a 5 . a * - 9 8 
nenn, . . ... | rr 
8 , o_—_ ad” * 1 : 
p n 4 a I” £ 4 \ 
— * 8 | - : 9 ; — "7.00 * N N * 
ae ar 7 7 % - = bh 4.4 0 p Lt, P_ Mas. 2 
\ FI ol es PL 2 m_ 2 "CEL a8” 4A _ ag a.” 
ey hi R 


Ss u 4p oo * 
. 
4 2 
44... T—— — 8 ooo oo 
* 


_— 


Y 
| 


—— —ͤ— 
—— — 


RY 1 5 — 
= —— —ů — 
. 
, 
* 


- — — 


. x. 


. 


6154) 


of mighty empires deſolating the globe by their 
contentions—not the ſubtilties of logic, the my£. 
teries of metaphyſics, the ſublimities of poetry, 
ot the niceties of criticiſm. Theſe, and ſnbje&; 


| ſuch as theſe, properly occupy the learned leiſure 


of a few; but the bulk of human kind have ever 
been, and muſt ever remain, ignorant of them 


all; they muſt, of neceſſity, remain in the ſame 


ftate with that which a German emperor volunta- 
rily put himſelf into, when he made a refoluticn, 
bordering on barbariſm, that he would never read 
a printed book. We are all, of every rank and 


condition, equally concerned in knowing, what 


will become of us after death; and, it we are to 
live again, we are intereſted in knowing, whether 
it be poſſible for us to-do any thing whilſt we live 
here, which may render that future life an happy 
one. Now, that thing called chriftiantty,” as you 
ſcoffingly ſpeak ; that laſt beſt gift of God, as 1 
eſteem it, the goſpel ol Jeſus Chriſt, has given us. 
the moſt clear and ſatisfactory information on 


both theſe points. It tells ns, what deiſm never 


could have told us, that we ſhall certainly be rail- 
ed from the dead; that, whatever be the nature 


of the ſoul, we ſhall certainly live for ever; and 


that, whilſt we live here, it is poſlible for us to 
do much towards the rendering that everlaſting 
life an happy one. Theſe are tremendovs trutis 
ro bad men; they cannot be received and reflec 
ed on with indifference by the beſt ; and they ſug- 
geſt to all ſuch a cogent motive to virtuous action, 
as deiſm could not furniſh even to Brutus him- 
felt. | 

Some men have been warped to infidelity by 
viciouſneſs of life ; and ſome may have hypocrii- 
cally profeſſed chriſtianity from proſpects of tem: 


poral advantage; but, being a ſtranger to you! 
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character, I neither impute the former to you, nor 
du admit the latter as operating on myſelf, The 
generality of unbelievers are ſuch, from want of 
formation on the ſubje& of religion; havin 

been engaged from their youth in ſtruggling for 
worldly diſtinction, or perplexed with the inceſſant 
intricacies of butineſs, or bewildered in the pur- 
ſuits of pleaſure, they have neither ability, incli- 
nation, nor leiſure, to enter. into critical diſquiſi- 
tions concerning the truth of chriſtianity. Men 
of this deſcription are ſoon ſtartled by objections 
which they are not competent to anſwer; and the 


"loſe morality of the age (to oppoſite to chriſtian 


perfection !) co-operating with their want of ſcrip- 
tural knowledge, they preſently ger rid of their 
furſery faith, and are ſeldom ſedulous in the ac- 
quifition of another founded, not on authority, 
but ſober. inveſtigation. Preſuming, however, 
that many deiſts are as ſincere in their belief a« I 


am in mine, and knowing that ſome are mote 


able, and all as much intereſted as myſelf, to 
make a rational inquiry into the truth of revealed 
religion, I feel no propenſity to judge uncharitably 
et any of them. They do not think as I do, on 
2 ihbje& ſurpaſſing al} others in importance; but 
they are not, on that account, to be ſpoken of by 


me with aſperity of language, to be thought of 


by me as perſons alienated from the mercies of 
God. The goſpel has been offered to their accep- 


tance ; and, from whatever cauſe they reject it, 1 


cannot but deem their ſituation to be dangerous. 


Under the influence of that perſuaſion; I bave 


been induced to write this book. I do not expect 


to derive from it either ſame or profit: theſe are 
not improper incentives to honourable activity; 


but there is a time of life when they ceaſe to di- 


tec the judgment of thinking men. What I have 
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written will not, I fear, make any impreſſion on 
you; but I indulge an hope, that it may not be 
without its effect on ſome of your readers. Ink. 
dehty is a rank weed, it threatens to overſpread 
the land; its root is principally fixed amongſt the 
great and opulent, but you are endeavouring to 
extend the malignity of its poiſon through all the 
claſies of the community. There is. a claſs di 
men, for whom I have the greateſt reſpec, and 
whom I am anxious to preſerve from the conta. 
minatron of your irreligion—the merchants, ma. 
nufacturers, and tradeſrwen of the kingdom. [ 
conſider the influence of the example of this claſs 
as eſſential to the welfare of community. I know 
that they are in general given to reading, and de. 
ſirous of information on all ſubjects. If this lit. 
tle book ſhould chance to fall into their hands af- 
ter they have read your's, and they ſhould think 
that any of your objections to the authority of the 
Bible have not been fully anſwered, 1 eatreat 


them to attribute the omiſſion to the brevity which 
I hare {tudied; to my deſire of avoiding learned 


diſquiſitions ; to my inadvertency ; to my inabi- 
lity ; to any thing rather than to an impoſlibility of 
completely obviating every difficulty you have 
brought forward. I addreis the ſame requelt to 
ſuch of the youth of both ſexes, as may unhapp- 
ly have imbibed, from your writings, the poiſon 
of infidelity ; beſeeching them to believe, that al 
their religious doubts may be removed, though it 
may not have been in my power to anſwer, to their 
ſatisfa&ion, all your objections. I pray God that 
the riſing generation of this land may be preſerr- 
ed from that. © evil heart of unbelief,” which has 
brought ruin on a neighbouring nation; that ne- 
ther a neglected education, nor domeſtic irrel. 
gion, nor evil communication, nor the faſhion a 
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„ 
; \;entious world, may ever induce them to for- 
get that religion alone ought to be their rule of 


ſe. 7 
la the concluſion of my Apolagy for Chriſtianity, 
{ :nſormed Mr. Gibbon of my extreme averſion 
public controverſy. I am now twenty years 
der than I was then, and I perceive that this 
aver ſion has increaſed with my age. I have, 
krough life, abandoned my little literary produc- 
tons to their fate: ſuch of them as have been at- 
ucked, have never received any defence from me; 
zor will this receive any, if it ſhould meet with 
four public notice, or with that of any other 
N : 

Sincerely wiſhing that you may become a par- 
taker of that faith in revealed religion, which is 
the foundation of my happineſs in this world, and 
of all my hopes in another, I bid you farewell. 


N. LANDAFE. 


Calgarth Park, 
January 20, 1796. 
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